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the year our Lord may follow the author- 
ities quoted Gibbon, chanced certain night that 
Constantine slept within the walls Byzantium.” Amid 
the dreams that night beheld the tutelar genius the 
city, venerable matron, sinking under the weight years 
and infirmities, suddenly transformed into blooming maid, 
whom his own hands adorned with all the symbols impe- 
rial The purpose the monarch, the chron- 
icle relates, was formed before left his couch; and but 
little more than decade years had elapsed, after that 
nocturnal vision, when the new capital, with its ample walls 
and blazing palace, its hippodrome, porticos, church St. 
Sophia, triumphal arches, royal baths, and works art 
gathered out all the cities the known world, stood com- 
plete the right bank the Bosphorus. 

from the dedication Constantinople that the his- 
tory the Greek church properly starts. Not that had 


Decline and Fall the Roman Empire edition), Vol. II. 95. 
XV. No. 59. 
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become distinct body that time; for the final separa- 
tion between and the church Rome did not take place till 
after the middle the eleventh century. Nor are infer 
that the elements which gradually became embodied the 
Greek church, had existence before the founding the 
Eastern empire. Those elements can traced back the 
first ages Christianity. Indeed find them more abun- 
dant, and more active, approach the time and place 
the advent our Saviour. Not more than one, pos- 
sibly two, the sacred writers were born far West the 
city and from thence was more than 
thousand miles the schools Roman learning. The 
native genius those writers, and which they re- 
céived, were purely Considering the isolation 
nations that day, see that they could have been influ- 
enced only slight degree Western cast 
intellect was thoroughly Eastern; and also were their 
modes thinking, and expressing thought. The type 
Christianity which they give the Greek, rather than the 
Latin. Nor this point which needs established 
argument, but simply fact history. God chose re- 
veal himself man through Oriental symbols, and beneath 
the Oriental heavens. gave the divine word 
Asiatic rather than European mould. was Western 
star, but “the star the East,” that shone upon the birth- 
place the 

true that Christianity, thoroughly Grecian its 
form, was modified somewhat coming contact 
with Roman civilization. Palestine lay the highway 
nations and they often disputed with each other for its pos- 
session. commerce increased, became, owing its 
central position, meeting-place for travellers from all parts 
the world. was unusual thing, apostolic times, 
for Parthians, and Medes, and the dwellers Mesopota- 


Throughout this Article the word “Oriental” used its ecclesiastical 
sense; and applied all those Christians, whether Asiatic European, who 
lived amid the influences Greek rather than Latin culture. The Greeks had 
become Oriental the time Constantine. 
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mia and Cappadocia, Pontus and Asia, Phrygia and 
Pamphylia, Egypt and the parts Libya about Cy- 
rene, and strangers Rome, Cretes and Arabians,” 
residing Jerusalem. The missionary labors the first 
Christians also, brought them where the Occidental spirit 
and that spirit appears, certain extent, 
some the writings Paul. Especially his letter the 
Romans has the straight-forward, logical method the 
Western mind. Yet even that the mystical element, 
characteristic Oriental thought, not wanting; and al- 
most hides the argument, times, with its gorgeous veil. 
The writings John, from first last, are Eastern. They 
chime with the strains the old Hebrew bards and 
prophets: they are rapt, musical, and pensive showing too 
much the lofty seer, and too little close-linked reason- 
ing, for the intellect that age. may trace the 
same peculiarity nearly all the teachings our Saviour. 
They are not carefully compacted philosophical system, but 
living germs truth. sayings which fell from the lips 
the Son God, not like those most teachers, 
when taken out their first connections. Each one them 
had life its own; was complete and rounded itself. 
The intellectual form which his thoughts took, associated 
our mind with the church Constantinople, more natu- 
rally than with the church Rome. 

The Greek type Christianity appears the theological 
works the second and third centuries. But few such trea- 
tises comparatively were composed the Latin tongue before 
the time Constantine. great authors that period 


are speaking, this connection, intellectual peculiarities simply, 
which cannot regarded affecting the quality the inspiration all. 
According the dynamical theory inspiration, finely stated Mr. Lee 
his recent work, the human clement the Scriptures loses none its charac- 
teristics, conjunction with the divine element which guides it. 
dence divine wisdom that the writers the Bible represent many different 
classes mind. Revelation thus adapted not only the religious wants, but 
great measure the mental habits, all men all ages the world. 
For some wise reason, however, more prominence has been given Eastern than 
Western methods expressing thought. 


preferred the Greek language, which was then the classic lan- 
guage the East; and spirit, also, they were thoroughly 
Oriental. order know this, have only examine 
the writings Justin Martyr, Clement Alexan- 
dria, and his famous pupil Origen. some these, such 
freedom allowed Oriental modes philosophizing, 
distort the truths the Gospel. sometimes feel, 
while reading them, that they made the Persian philosophy 
key the Scriptures that they subordinated the word 
God the dreams lawless fancy; that they engrafted 
the doctrines Mithras and Manes upon the utterances 
They interpreted the Bible Western mind 
ever would have done. trace, through their endless fan- 
tasies, the workings Greek genius, culture, 
tions. Roman intellect would not have been exube- 
rant and tortuous. Its movements would have been steady 
and right onward, like the march cohort. Its style 
would have been rugged and warlike. Its imagery would 
not take through gardens and seraglios, does that the 
early Christian but through camps, battle-fields, and 
the conflicts the arena. important also here, no- 
tice what new elements the church most readily united with, 
its progress westward. Its Eastern spirit everywhere 
made manifest. The early theologians had sympathy 
with the Aristotelian philosophy. That school was tho- 
roughly Occidental; and hence its influence was not felt 
within the church till after the ascendency Western mind- 
But the philosophy Plato had vein etherial, mys- 
tical speculation, suited Oriental habits thinking; and 
therefore was embraced, and absorbed into the theology 
the day, wherever was encountered. found congenial 
home Alexandria, and throughout the East; and was 
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hardly necessary give quotations confirming this statement. Justin 
Martyr taught that the Logos (the reason intelligence) which all 
men that every one who has ever lived according Loyos (rea- 
son) was Christian.” Origen believed the pre-existence human souls, 
and their incarceration material bodies, for offences committed former 
state being.” See Dr. Murdock’s valuable notes his translation Mos- 
heim, Vol. pp. 119, 168. 
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reigning power amid all the controversies the day. Those 
heresies which distracted the early church, grew out the 
vagaries Asiatic mind. Docetism, which denied that 
Christ had human nature; the Ebionites, who contended 
that the Redeemer’s person was, respect, superhuman 
Manicheism,’ which regarded God the Ormuzd, and Sa- 
tan the Ahriman Zoroaster; these errors show what 
direction the speculations the first Christians leaned. 

indispensable that should take this retrospect, 
estimating the importance the Greek church; and such 
review primitive Christianity discovers the hollow- 
the great boast Rome. She claims the true 
apostolic church, built Peter and Christ; and denounces 
the Greek communion heretical. Both parties had un- 
doubtedly left the true faith, when their contentions began 
the fourth century; but the external forms religion 
which were reproduced the Byzantine church, had become 
prevalent while Rome was yet the stronghold Paganism. 
The Eastern type Christianity much older than that 
which grew up, and finally overshadowed it, Italian soil. 
have, the history these two ecclesiastical bodies, 
illustration very common fact. That which oldest 
reality may youngest name; and religious contests 
often, well elsewhere, power wins the day against jus- 
tice. which conservatism when judged human 
standard, not unfrequently turns out wild and wicked 
radicalism when tried the eternal law God.— river 
divine truth, streaming from beneath the throne God 
and the Lamb, appeared men first amid the vineyards 
and palm-trees the flowed toward the set- 
ting sun, Western elements began mingle with 
Oriental characteristics were gradually overborne, 
came almost imperceptible, after was forced into the same 
channel with Roman aggression. Nor did those ancient 
traits show themselves again, till Constantinople had been 


For brief statement the relation Manicheism and kindred heresies 
Oriental philosophy, the reader referred Milman’s Hist. Lat. Christ. Vol. 
II. 322 seq. 
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built. This was the headland. the Eastern mind 
the church, turned back from its constrained 
alliance with Western genius, and began flow itself 
again, ina more congenial channel. centres attrac- 
tion were now established: one possessing affinities for the 
Greek the other, for the Latin Christians. The seven- 
hilled' city the Bosphorus, became the rival the seven- 
hilled city the banks the Tiber. That branch the 
vine which had been grafted upon Western stock, still 
clung old Rome; and that which had sprung from 
Oriental root, turned instinctively New Rome? for sup- 
port. 


way now clear for trace some those differ- 
ences, between the Eastern and Western branches the 
church, which resulted their separation from each 
other. suppose those differences merely doctri- 
nal, shall find them ludicrously small ground the 
conflict which the two communions have kept for the last 
thousand years. have only visit Palestine, 
would see specimen the war which has been long 
and relentlessly waged between the Greeks and Latins: 
the Latins still supported the Southern powers, and the 
Greeks now the great Northern power Europe. 
locality can found, which has not been fiercely 
contested the two rival sects. Within the church the 
Holy Sepulchre struggle has been going for generations 
and that struggle has oftentimes been hot and 
would melancholy task,” says recent traveller, speak- 
ing that edifice, “to tell how the Latins procured firman 
stop the repairs the dome the Greeks; how, the 
bloody conflicts Easter, the English traveller was taunted 


The seven hills, which, the eyes those who approach Constantinople, 
appear rise above each other beautiful order.” Gibbon. 

Constantine actually bestowed this name his new capital, the ceremony 
dedication. was probably influenced political motives this, for 
sought all possible ways associate with his city whatever might render 
attractive the Roman people. Velut ipsius They, notwith- 
standing, almost from the first called after the name its founder. 
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the Latin monks with eating the bread their convent 
and not fighting for them the church; how, after the great 
fire 1808, which fire itself the Latins charge the 
tion the Greeks, two years time, and two-thirds the 
cost restoration, were consumed the endeavors each 
party, bribes and litigations, overrule and eject the oth- 
ers from the places they respectively occupied the ancient 
arrangement the churches; how each party regards the 
Turk his best and only protector against the 
Neither party,” says the same thoughtful observer, can 
ever forget that once the whole sanctuary was exclusively 
theirs; and, France and Russia have doubtless 
pressed the claims their respective churches from political 
commercial motives, yet those claims themselves arise 
from the old conflict the two great national churches 
the East and West, here alone brought side side within 
the same narrow territory. Once only besides has their con- 
troversy been waged equal proximity, namely, when the 
Latin church, headed Augustine, found itself our own 
island (England), brought into abrupt collision with the cus- 
toms and traditions the Greeks, the ancient British 
church founded Eastern missionaries. What the ex- 
treme West was decided once for all short and bloody 
struggle, Palestine has dragged its weary length for 
many 

Slight indeed are the theological questions, around 
which this wearying strife has ebbed and flowed. The di- 
vergence one party from the other, their views re- 
vealed truth, was but just perceptible first. would 
hard for them now, give self-justifying account their 
disputes, any doctrinal grounds; show, satis- 
factory manner, for what vital truths the Gospel they have 
fought each other, through ten centuries, with enmity that 
has never cooled, the constant shame Christianity, and 
the frequent embroilment more than half the world. 
Those disagreements doctrine and forms worship, such 
they are, can given few words. And let re- 


Sinai and Palestine,” 458. Ibid. pp. 457, 458. 
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membered that state them they now exist, after the 
struggles many centuries, and not they appeared the 
time when the division first occurred. Had the two parties 
remained together, and been identified their interests and 
national spirit, these diversities their religious belief 
would have disappeared long ago. first they only thought 
they differed, and the wish was father the thought hence 
each party was the watch for occasion show that that 
thought was correct; and thus, after considerable they 
succeeded fomenting the quarrel they desired; and from 
that time forward they had trouble finding some ob- 
ject contention. What regard the real causes 
the strife, will shown farther on. The natural workings 
those causes would have made their doctrinal 
greater than now find them, had not each party been kept 
the same general ground belief, its desire re- 
garded the true succession the church the apostles. 
They could not get far from each other, their theoretical 
views, while was the object each show that itself, 
rather than the other, still conformed the ancient stand- 
ards. They grew less orthodox they became more power- 
ful; and therefore shall find that the Greek church, which 
has always been the weaker the two, excepting for one 
short period, much nearer than the Latin church the 
scriptural basis. When the Romish hierarchy had dan- 
gerous rival beheld all Europe its feet, ven- 
tured act out the spirit which had animated from the 
beginning the and, throwing aside the Bible, 
taught such dogmas were best suited its ambitious 
designs. 

The disputes between the Greeks and Latins had been 
going for centuries, before any doctrinal element was in- 
troduced into it. the year 809, general council 
held Aix-la-chapelle, the doctrine the Procession the 
Spirit came up. The Nicene council, whose authority the 
Greek Christians recognized, had decreed that the Spirit 
proceeds from the Father; but the council Aix-la-cha- 
pelle, which was made almost wholly Western ele- 
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ments, decided that the Spirit proceeds from the Father and 
the Son. this decision the Eastern church has never sub- 
mitted; not much because disliked the new doctrine, 
for the reason that would not yield the dictation 
rival power. does not appear that the Greek church has 
anywhere denied the essential equality the Son with the 
the Nicene creed settled the doctrine the person 
Christ; and indeed, the famous clause was not in- 
serted with reference that doctrine, but part cer- 
tain unintelligible theory respecting the Third person the 
Trinity. who would convict the Greek church 
looseness doctrinal matters, may say that the Arian 
controversy, much earlier date, took sides against 
Athanasius. But how could this be, since Athanasius has 
been, the present day, one the four great fathers 
the calendar that church?! Greek Christians have never 
disputed, and still abide by, the decisions the council 
which condemned the Arian heresy. Ifthe Eastern bishops 
favored Arius all, was not because they liked his the- 
ory, but for the sake differing from the bishop Rome, 
who led the opposition him. was from this same 
jealousy, are driven believe, that other contentions 
about doctrine and forms worship arose, process time. 
When the Latin church decided’ that only unleavened bread 
should used the Eucharist, the Greek church decided 
use leavened bread and diluted wine. The see Rome 
decreed that priest ought have wife whereupon the 
see Constantinople decreed that priests must married 
When the Occidentals began worship images and 
pictures indiscriminately, the Orientals determined have 
pictures only objects religious The Greek 

Chrysostom, Basil the Great, Athanasius, and Gregory Nazianzen are the 
Greek whom fifth, Cyril Alexandria, sometimes added. 
famous representation the four may seen Venice, the church St. 
Mark. 

Only the parish priests are required marry; nor are they allowed 
marry second time. Among the bishops, and other higher orders the priest- 
hood, celibacy enjoined. 


give here the final adjustment the matter. During the controversy 
this subject, the two churches changed ground more than once. 
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cross differs form from the Roman, having all its arms 
the same length; difference which the traveller often re- 
minded the construction Russian churches. Papal 
avarice invented the doctrine purgatory, and hence 
Greek Christian will ever believe it. Rome took the Scrip- 
tures from the common people, and therefore the Eastern 
church, thanks the spirit rivalry,! leaves the Bible the 
hands the masses. Such are specimen, not sum- 
mary, the questions doctrine and religious practice, 
which have been debated between the Latins and the 
The various phases the warfare, and the de- 
tails its nature, need not given here. reader 
may find them, scattered throughout the pages Neander, 
Gibbon, and Mosheim. These differences were not the 
cause, much the effect, the separation the Greeks 
from the Latins. ‘They were the ripening fruits aliena- 
tion which had germinated before. must not sup- 
pose that great scholars, and orators, and military captains, 
and ihe sovereigns empires, were foolish enough spend 
their lives settling such questions these. con- 
tentions had deeper source cause which gives dignity 
the long-continued struggle. These straws, tossed 
and fro and against each other, did not originate the mighty 
currents which they floatéd and while keep view 
the real sources the conflict, can watch its progress 
without losing our respect for the combatants. 

The division the early church into two parties, began 
the antipathy races. seems natural law, that 
the various tribes men may not blend save within certain 
limits. Commerce and literature have overborne this law 


proper state here, that other causes combined with the ecclesiastical 
jealousy, producing the above named differences. Nearly all the innovations 
the Romish Church were made subsequent the decisions the council 
Constantinople, the year was the last council which both the 
Eastern and Western party were represented, whose decrees the Greek 
submits. The council called next after this was partial the Latins; and the 
Greeks, denying the authority this and following councils the West, 
may, with some show reason, plead their schismatic character. 

The Latins and Greeks differ respecting the theory transubstantiation 
though the precise nature the difference uncertain. 


> 


1858.] The Greek Church. 511 


somewhat, modern times; but still makes itself felt 
various ways. May not regard one those wise 
provisions the Creator, which counteracts the cen- 
tralizing tendency lust power, and scatters the human 
family abroad into all parts the earth? very 
cult for Frenchman and Englishman, even this day, 
understand each other. two nations have lived side 
side They maintain constant intercourse. Their 
political interests have often been identical. They have 
formed alliances, joined banners the day and 
exchanged royal courtesies. Still they are heterogeneous. 
not easy for them preserve friendly relations. Anglo- 
Saxon blood and Gallic blood are not yet sympathetic; and 
may doubt they ever will be. The genius France 
differs from that England. demand nature that 
the two people should have, some respects, different cus- 
toms, different governments, and different forms worship. 
not likely that the Millennium will make them, all 
respects, exactly The wisest agreement they can 
ever come to, these subordinate points, agree dif- 
was this want national sympathy, seems 
us, that lay the bottom the strife between Greek and 
Latin Christianity. Constantine, after rebuilding Byzan- 
tium, had cast line which should separate his Asiatic from 
his European subjects, that line would have fallen far West 
his new capital. The Roman spirit had withdrawn from 
the East, tempted the mines and virgin soil Britain, 
Spain and Germany. cared but little for the exhausted 
provinces beyond the Adriatic. 

Look that Western type mind: was brawny, reso- 
lute, and grasping; caring but little for the elegances life 
even its luxuries, masculine and wilful; its favorite 
amusement, the fights gladiators. The Roman, the age 
Constantine and previous, was trained the profession 
and delighted that profession, not only be- 
cause opened the shortest road power, but because 
had natural fitness for it. drank the spirit con- 
quest from the maternal breast. grew with iron 
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heart and will, and with thews and sinews match them. 
Winter campaigns were his glory, pitched his pas- 
time. Nothing but Ultima Thule could stay the flight his 
victorious eagle. its social form, the Western spirit was 
sullen and domineering. had never been brow-beaten. 
was accustomed having its own way. was stern and 
dictatorial. Opposition might easily provoke its wrath, but 
could never turn from its purpose. The Latin literature 
that day, far represented the national spirit, had 
the same stately, warlike, and determined tone. patriot- 
ism was narrow and pompous more classic age. 
Toward other nations was savage and overbearing. 
Mars was the divinity worshipped, its inspiring genius and 
its. patron god. 

What sympathy could Oriental mind have with such 
people this? The Greek, the age are now con- 
sidering, was nearly everything the opposite the Ro- 
man. substratum his character had less iron it. 
was not practical and energetic his Western 
neighbor. was disinclined martial pursuits, loving 
rather lead easy life, amid social refinements and 


_pleasures. His culture was highly esthetic. His tastes all 


bordered Elegant leisure was his beau-ideal 
good fortune. loved philosophize, dream, and im- 
agine. course was repelled often looked 
Westward. despised the rough martial Roman, 
barbarian who had elevated spiritual pleasures. 
could never forget his country’s history classic Athens, 
voluptuous Corinth, stern Sparta; Homer, Plato, Thucydi- 
des; Parnassus, Delphi, and Helicon. Rome had nothing 
like this boast of; she had, she was indebted this 
for The language the Greek Christians differed from 
that the Latins. was copious and adapted 
the versatile, etherial genius the Oriental full such ca- 
pabilities Roman would never have occasion for. This 
antipathy was sharpened and kept alive another 


capta ferum victorem cepit.” Horace. 
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The Greeks were conquered people. Their laws were 
given them nation whom they felt superior. The 
yoke Rome galled their fastidious necks. 'To bow before 
power which they had always regarded barbarous, was 
too much for human nature. They felt somewhat 
might suppose poet feel being placed under the con- 
trol savage. Now, putting these things together un- 
likeness national spirit, different culture and language, 
pride history, and that hatred which the conquered always 
bear toward their taking all this into the ac- 
count, the contest between the Greek and Latin Christians 
ceases surprise us. was natural that Ireland should 
resist all attempts bring under the domination the 
English church. This struggle has been political rather than 
religious, least its remoter causes. has not been 
contest between Protestantism and Catholicism, much 
between the victors and the vanquished. The union the 
Eastern and Western churches, the same external organi- 
zation, was unnatural, the result force rather than affinity. 
They might hold the same doctrine, they did, and still 
do, substantially, but they could not work together with 
any harmony. They were constantly jostling each other. 
There was friction long there was 
and measures were perpetually clashing. These misunder- 
standings show, that the idea visible catholic 
church preposterous. Such idea seems op- 
posed the providence God. has made human 
nature the same everywhere, its main features; yet 
that races, nations, and individuals often differ irreconcila- 
bly things minor importance. They are much alike 
that one religion may answer for them all; and much 
unlike, through the influence secondary agencies, that 
they naturally practise that religion under variety forms. 
The Greek could not Latin, nor the Latin Greek. 
They were not enough alike, even where they were truly re- 
generate, work side side single ecclesiastical har- 
ness, and adapt their piety, all its phases, the same 
unvarying model. the attempt had never been made thus 
XV. No. 59. 
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consolidate them, their separate life, which innocent 
causes inclined them, might have been less discordant and 

was the founding Constantinople, and the establish- 
ing Christian bishop there, that brought out the Greek 
element the Orientals then felt that they had 
rallying-point; and, their sudden elation, they began 
anticipate the time when they should the master, and 
Rome the slave. Constantine thought make his new city 
the heart the empire but instead fulfilling his hopes, 
rent that empire twain. The old legions disliked this 
movement Eastward. great families Italy could not 
tempted quit their spite all the impe- 
rial arts, the Roman spirit either stayed its own soil, 
tended yet further Westward. was the Greeks, with their 
peculiar genius and culture, who gladly withdrew from the 
hated domination the Latins, and concentrated themselves 
around the new seat power. Immediately they began 
dream recovering their ancient splendor, and over- 
shadowing the Western portion the church. The Roman 
bishop, might expected, fought desperately for that pri- 
ority which the other bishops had long yielded him. The 


One the excellences Congregationalism consists the fact that does 
not cramp these natural and harmless peculiarities. Councils are but advisory. 
The rules which shall govern any church are not thrust upon it, but grow out 
its own peculiar wants and circumstances. The main theory the same 
yet the churches which adopt may differ some the details 
practice, each being guided its own common sense and the spirit Christ. 
also may, way inference, remarked here, that system theology 
can work well connection with Congregationalism, which not equally 
lenient toward the peculiar views Christians points not essential. While 
all should agree those doctrines the Gospel which are involved the work 
salvation, one should denounce others, himself denounced, for hold- 
ing opinions not liked some, mere speculative points. this respect 
New England theology and the church polity New England seem admirably 
Yenew and save men, not smothering, but sanctifying, their constitutional 
differences. 

This was not the case while Constantine himself lived; for his personal 
influence, and the prospects the new capital, attracted thousands the Ro- 
mans. But after his death was given almost entirely the Orientals. 


The Greek 515 


emperors, anxious shed what lustre they could 
the rising naturally sided with the Greeks. 
The residence the royal court, they very properly 
thought, ought not provincial city any re- 
spect. 

not find here one cause the different attitudes 
which the Eastern and Western churches have taken toward 
the civil power, all ages their history? The Latin 
church, all are aware, claims everything above the 
State. one should wear crown, sway sceptre, 
without its permission. This the position has secretly 
desired all times, and for which has openly contended 
often dared. Greek church, the contrary, 
pays deference human laws and rulers. Though nomi- 
nally independent spiritual matters, too fond yield- 
ing all things the will the reigning sovereign. Once 
twice, early times, being elated with their brilliant 
cesses, the Eastern pontiffs attempted overrule the wishes 
the emperor. But they soon discovered that they could 
not hope for any continued prosperity without his favor; and 
this gradually made them very careful how they thwarted 
his inclinations any way. Thus see that the two 
parties were tempted into these opposite lines policy, 
the exigences their early strife. The ambitious plans 
the Greeks all fell with those the monarch, who was 
eager increase the glory Constantinople. was fa- 
voring his designs that they could make good their own. 
But the bishop Rome could retain his dignity primate 
the church only resisting the imperial will. was for 
his advantage prevent the new capital from eclipsing the 
old. And hence naturally began teach, what his West- 
ern adherents were not slow learn, that was the head 
the visible church, and that such all civil power was vested 
ultimately 'The impression having thus been made, 
that the highest office the world was still identified with 
Rome, the Latins might well consoled for the loss roy- 


Gibbon’s Rome, Vol. II. 103. 
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alty, and resolve stand the supreme pontiff against the 
combined forces church and state the 

The conflict began once. The bishop Constan- 
tinople, supported the emperor and Greek Christians, 
claimed equality with the bishop Rome. Latin pon- 
tiff resisted, and endeavored draw the bishops Alexan- 
dria and Antioch over his side, representing that the 
see Constantinople would soon strip them their digni- 
ties His stratagems failed, however; and, 
though the demands the new bishop were not fully 
met, through fear exasperating the Western Christians 
probably, yet was declared first rank after the bishop 
Rome. was great victory, with which the East- 
ern prelate might well content, considering how short 
time had achieved it, and that too, not only with half 
the world openly opposing him, but the face all the ec- 
clesiastical prejudices the The body Christ,’ once 
harmonious unity, was now become double-headed and 
self-consuming. 

Shortly after this, the Greek church made another acqui- 
sition, which has given its early history undying re- 
nown. John Antioch,—the golden-mouthed preacher, 
the great scholar, the humble Christian— far the most 
remarkable man his times, was called the see Con- 
stantinople. received the title patriarch, title which 
the head the Greek church has been content bear ever 
This was 398, but little more than half cen- 


This state things was short continuance, for less than thirty years 
after the death Constantine, the separation the empire took place. But the 
priestly power had already gotten such sway the West, control, either 
secretly openly, the civil affairs. 

Rome had, common consent, come regarded the seat spiritual 
for all time. 

Such expressions this are course not taken their but 
‘in their sense, which was their meaning the age which they refer. 

The bishops the early church all possessed equal power first; but 
they became numerous throughout the empire, was found expedient that some 
one should have the general oversight each province; and hence originated 
the prerogatives Metropolitans. Furthermore, the Christians became widely 
spread over the world, certain metropolitans were appointed oversee 
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tury after the founding New Rome. Chrysostom was 
then forty-three years old; and nine years later died, 
exile Asia Minor, banished for his plainness exposing 
the sins the Greek empress and ‘her voluptuous court. 
rapidly did the spirit luxury, inherent Oriental charac- 
ter, work itself out. While mingled with Western elements, 
its tendency was restrained; but when left its natural 
actings, almost immediately broke forth, vices and cor- 
ruptions the most effeminate type. The fortunes the 
eloquent Patriarch, who strove check this tide moral 
pollution, are worthy especial notice here. His father 
died while was young; and his mother remained widow 
for the sake superintending education. her was 
illustrated the remark Sir James Mackintosh, that all 
distinguished men have had able mothers.” the age 
twenty, Chrysostom was renowned pleader the bar. 
the twenty-six, turned religious hermit, opposi- 
tion the counsels and tearful entreaties his devoted pa- 
rent. After spending eight years the study the Scrip- 
tures, penance and prayer, returned Antioch. “There 
was ordained priest and his consecration, says tradi- 
tion, white dove descended his head, the sign imme- 
diate inspiration. was esteemed the greatest Christian 
orator, next Paul. Once, when the emperor, offended 
the people Antioch, was the point laying waste their 
city, the eloquence Chrysostom saved them. was adored 
his countrymen; and, when appointed patriarch Con- 
stantinople, “it was necessary kidnap him, and carry him 
off from Antioch force armed soldiers, before the citi- 
zens had time interfere.”! was good was great, 


the the church their respective these men were called 
Lastly also, was the general feeling that there should Prince 
and was for the possession this highest ecclesiastical dignity 
that open hostilities between the patriarchs Rome and Constantinople began. 

very good statement the leading events Chrysostom’s life may 
found Mrs. Jameson’s work Sacred and Legendary Art,” work full 
curious information, and which, though not always accurate, throws much light 
the carly history the church, both the East and the West. See 


44* 
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absolutely fearless everything but God. his new 
position thundered against the vices the Greeks, with 
all his mighty power. was man whose name will 
ever held dear, where the Christian religion loved and 
cherished; burning with oratorical fire, full the sweetest 
pathos, home all learning whether profane sacred, 
exhausting nature and the realms fancy for imagery and 
forms thought, his presence serene and glorious, his ac- 
tion noble, his voice clear, flexible, 
From the place his exile, which was sent for 
choosing obey God rather than men, wrote follows 
friend: When driven from the city, cared nothing 
for it. But said myself, the empress wishes banish 
me, let. her banish me; the earth the Lord’s, and the ful- 
ness thereof. she would saw sunder, let her saw 
sunder: have Isaiah for pattern. she would 
plunge inthe sea, Jonah. she would 
thrust into the fiery furnace, see the three children en- 
during that. would cast me- wild beasts, call 
mind Daniel the den lions. she would stone me, 
let her stone me: have before Stephen the protomartyr. 
she would take head, let her take it: have John the 
baptist. apostle has told that God respecteth not 
man’s person;’ and ‘if yet pleased men, should not 
the servant And David clothes with armor, 
saying, will speak thy testimonies before kings, and 
will not ashamed.’”! Chrysostom died obscure 
village, near the borders Syria, worn out the privations 
and hardships with which his enemies constantly worried 
him. Henry Martyn, under strikingly 
cumstances save that was not exile, but mission- 
ary died the same village. And the friend modern 
missions loves think, while bending over the lowly head- 
stone Tocat, that the remains the young, the good, the 
gifted Cambridge graduate, repose the spot from which 
the soul the great prelate took its flight heavenward. 
After the death Chrysostom, the conflict between the 


Murdock’s Mosheim, Note, Vol. 242. 
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Greeks and Latins went with various results. the 
year 451, was decreed that the bishop New Rome 
should enjoy equal honors and prerogatives with the pontiff 
ancient Rome. Soon after, another step was taken; 
and the Western prelate, failing every scheme retain 
and enlarge his dominion, had bear the chagrin rank- 
ing next after his great Eastern rival. But need not 
further into the history this struggle for mere jurisdiction. 
would only repeating what already familiar most 
the readers this Journal, state, minute detail, how 
the bishop the East continued undermine and appro- 
priate the dominions the bishop the West: how 
whole provinces were transferred from the Latins the 
Greeks; bow, the ninth century, Nicolaus Rome ex- 
communicated Photius Constantinople; how the latter 
prelate, far from being terrified, gave back the measure 
had received; how the emperors, order keep the 
Oriental pontiffs due subjection, sometimes favored the 
cause the Western prelate; how the Greeks, beginning 
pressed the Scythians one side, and the Sara- 
cens the other, sought regain the friendship the 
Latins how the emperor sent for legates from Rome, 
settle all differences with the Eastern branch the church 
how the bishop Constantinople refused submit the 
conditions agreement proposed the pontiff Italy 
how the ambassadors from the West excommunicated 
the Greek patriarch and all that adhered him, publicly, 
the church St. Sophia, left copy the inhuman 
anathema the great altar, and then shook off the dust 
from their feet and 

This was the year 1054, which date many writers, 
and especially papal authors, who regard the Greek church 
excommunicated body, refer the separation between 
the two parties. seems, however, valid rea- 
son for preferring this much earlier date. The aliena- 
tion was more thorough the eleventh century, than 


Encyclopaedia Britannica, Article “Greek Hethering- 
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had been the fourth and fifth. And has come near 
being healed since before that time. had been 
other acts separation, formal that 1054 but 
those occasions the Greek church was able resist, and did 
successfully oppose the ambition its rival. But now the 
ease was different. Rome had the power. The weakness 
the Eastern bishop obliged him silent. did not 
return the insult, former times. And this silence was 
interpreted favor the aggressive party. The Greek 
church had already ceased prosper and, with the 
ern empire, was fast melting away. Its brief but brilliant 
career was due natural causes. grew out ele- 
ment latent the Christian church from the beginning: out 
antipathy race, unlikeness national genius, and di- 
versity taste and culture. developed magic after 
the building Constantinople, and became identified, 
all its fortunes, with that ill-fated city. 


accounting for the downfall the Greek church, which 
was now approaching rapid pace, several things 
considered. 

All the prophecies, and the expectations the early 
Christians, were was nothing Holy Writ 
which seemed point Constantinople the seat ec- 
clesiastical power. was not built till after the completion 
the Scripture The vision the four beasts seen 
Daniel, indicated Rome the head the Messiah’s 
kingdom. Every one the faithful believed that the An- 
cient Days, garment was white snow, and the 


The oldest traces the existence the whole New Testament settled 
collection occur late three centuries after the time the 
order that the various writings and small collections might permanently 
united, the smaller divisions were entirely given the fourth century, and 
henceforward there was but one great collection, containing all the New Testa- 
ment writings. decisive decree this point was issued council held 
the year 393, Hippo, now Bona, Africa.” Olshausen. are not infer 
that every question, relating the genuineness and authenticity the New 
Testament, was finally settled 393. Such questions are still discussed; and 
probably will continue be, till the Scriptures have fulfilled the gracious pur- 
pose for which they were given. 
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hair His head like the pure wool,” would establish His visi- 
ble throne the seven-hilled city the West. Many the 
sayings Christ, and the apostles, favored this presump- 
tion. And the revelations the seer Patmos especially, 
were fitted strengthen this general expectation. was 
vain that the Greek bishops tried give another impres- 
sion. They could not make the sacred predictions look their 
way, save prejudiced minds. The great mass Chris- 
tians believed that Rome was the divinely-chosen point, 
from which the gospel was forth its final victories 
and few yielded this belief favor Constantinople, on- 
because was for their immediate advantage so. 
Everything was done that could be, transfer the prestige 
from the old capital the new. But the Eastern metropo- 
lis had apostolic church, stories martyrdom, 
tombs miracle-workers, legendary past, power his- 
tory, inspired prophecy its favor; nor could secure 
these attractions, indispensable success its designs. 
Greek empress, may believe tradition, once impor- 
tuned the Latin pontiff for the body St. John, which, 
all the world then thought, was reposing Rome. But she 
was repulsed; and, make the refusal still more galling 
her pride, the haughty prelate gave her, with much gracious 
verbiage, very small piece the cloth that was thrown 
over the body the saint just after his martyrdom. Ac- 
cording another tradition, the Greeks once came great 
force Rome, take possession the tomb Peter and 
Paul. long contest was carried over the supposed 
resting-place the apostles. But the Latins prevailed; 
and the Greeks, disheartened their failure, gave all 
hope obtaining the coveted relics.' Still the prestige re- 


The bodies the two apostles were, the reign Heliogabalus, depos- 
ited the Christian converts the catacombs Rome, and were laid the 
same sepulchre. After the lapse about two hundred years, the Greek 
Oriental Christians attempted carry them off; but were opposed the Ro- 
man Christians. The Romans and the two bodies were then trans- 
ported the church the Vatican, where they reposed together magnifi- 
cent shrine, beneath the church.” See Hist. Sac. Leg. Art, Vol. 224. 
What the Greek church could not wrest from the Latins, endeavored supply 
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mained where prophecy and universal belief had fixed it. 
The Greeks felt, their opponents declared, that they were 
the provincial church. They strove manfully against their 
fate, but all their devices did not avert it. The star Rome 
was now the ascendant, long had been. The na- 
tions Christendom imagined the favorite Hea- 
ven; and when men thus yield themselves supersti- 
tion, may truly said that imagination rules the world.” 
The Oriental church sprang too late. could not re- 
verse the settled tendency things. held out for time, 
with the aid the civil power; but, when deprived that 
support, the general current opposition swept down. 

But there was something more potent 
wanting the Greek church. had not the aggressive 
spirit its Western rival. Its leaders were enterprising 
but the masses, whom looked for the execution 
their schemes, were luxurious and inactive. Oriental effem- 
inacy had not, the age now spoken of, wholly undermined 
the Italian character; but had reached, with its corrupting 
influence, far west the Adriatic. The Roman was af- 
fected his religion his patriotism. took hold 
his entered into and possessed and roused his iron 
of, die for; carried, with fire and sword, the 
limits. His spirit conquest, his love war, his native 
courage, his fearlessness, were, all breathed into his Chris- 
tianity and bore that faith Westward and Northward 
part all his aggressive movements. 

The Greek mind, the contrary, was passive. opened 
receive the truth, but was not forward spreading that 
truth. speculated more than acted; loved dreaming 
far better than working. Read the Greek authors, from the 


from other sources. The new capital the Eastern world, unable produce 
any ancient and domestic trophies was enriched the spoils dependent pro- 
The bodies St. Andrew, St. Luke, and St. Timothy, had reposed 
near three hundred years the obscure graves, from whence they were trans- 
ported, solemn pomp, the church the apostles, which the magnificence 
Constantine had founded the banks the Thracian Bosphorus.” Giblon. 
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fifth century the tenth, and you will find them for the 
most part intellectually weak, and fantastic. Religion, 
throughout the East, had become esthetic, sentimental, 
device for making idleness agreeable. 'The Eastern Chris- 
tians were not warlike, nor energetic; and their de- 
fect was made worse the influences around them. They 
dwelt amid vineyards and gardens. atmosphere they 
breathed was soft and enervating. Their social life, their 
thinking, their religious faith, all partook the national 
spirit. enjoyed elegant leisure, they disliked quit 
their sumptuous homes, they could not drawn into 
for the extension ecclesiastical power. The truths the 
gospel did not enter into their conscience but 
floated before them beautiful, shadowy, changeful forms 
the region the intellect and fancy. With only such 
spirit rely on, failure was inevitable. The word God 
became weak, soon was drawn into their life. They 
had many able writers, many brave and far-sighted leaders 
but they did not like they could not induced, 
any great extent, make incursions Westward; they 
lacked that spirit which presses abroad, and wrestles, and 
perseveres, till conquers.! the Puritans had gone 
enervating climate, where they would not have been forced 
toil with their own hands; and the Huguenots had come 
New England, where the inhabitants must struggle in- 
cessantly for the comforts life, the contrast between those 
two noble races might have been the reverse what now 
is: the sons the Pilgrims would probably have degene- 
rated process time, and the descendants the French 
exiles might have retained more the ancient soundness 
their stock. the soil they work, the climate they con- 
tend with, their hardships and hardy pursuits, slight 
degree, that have preserved much the early vigor the 
people New England. Beneath Southern sky, and 
the air that blows from the tropics, they might have become 
less sturdy and enterprising than find them the present 


cold hand and loquacious tongue was the vulgar description the 
nation.” Gibbon. 
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And the case before us. Christianity was once 
vigorous the Greek the Latin form. But Greek 
Christianity dwindled and Latin Christianity flourished, be- 
cause the former was grafted upon decaying stock, and 
reared amid enervating influences, while the latter partook 
the newly awakened life, youth, and robustness West- 
ern Europe. Had Constantinople been far West Rome 
was East it, may naturally infer that the head 
the Greek church would now sitting St. Peter’s chair, 
and that Romanists would everywhere denounced 
and deniers the 

But the event which finally prostrated the Greek church, was 
the fall The building that city was 
the great mistake Constantine’s life. did not seem 
foresee that would divide his empire; that would sepa- 
rate him from the better portion his subjects, and identify 
him with effeminate race. hoped turn the affec- 
tions and the resources his people from Rome the new 
capital. current, however, could not changed and 
made flow that direction. ancient times the star 
empire moved Eastward, but his day had begun its 
Westward course. had not the penetration see this 
change the lines history. Instead taking the advan- 
tage it, allowed frustrate his fondest hope. 
went counter the established order things; thinking 
enlarge his dominion following the track Alexander, 
without considering what was necessary, his own age, 
the safety and enlargement his empire. failed for the 
same reason that nations, churches, and individuals are per- 
petually failing attempting copy the example one 
who succeeded former period weakly imagining that 
the same results are reached through the same chan- 


may matter surprise some, that make account the de- 
cay true among the causes which led the overthrow the Greek 
church. But this weakness was prevalent the Western church that 
the East. are not now considering why the Oriental church failed abso- 
lutely and itself, but why failed relatively the Latin church. All ecclesias- 
tical organizations, whether Greek, Roman, Protestant, must ultimately 
fall pieces they suffer the spirit vital godliness depart out them. 
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nels every age the world. With the experience 
more modern times guide him, might have perceived 
that was cutting himself off from the sources power 
that was turning back from rich exhausted 
that only the elements weakness his empire would fol- 
low and gathered around him; that within generation 
after the finishing his new capital, rival prince would 
mount the throne had vacated; that his own successors 
would steadily decrease power, and their Western antag- 
onists steadily increase. would have anticipated that 
decay the Eastern which proved fatal the Greek 
church, and that vigorous growth the rival empire 
which the Latin church was strengthened and established. 
may said here that Rome fell before the invader, 
well Constantinople. That true. But are take 
some other things into the account with this. The hordes 
that invaded Italy were not moved religious zeal. 
coveted the fertile soil, the genial climate, the splendid cities, 
and the gold and silver. ‘To gain these objects, they were 
willing give their old superstitions, and adopt the faith 
the Western church. They yielded the teachings 
the Roman hierarch, appearance least; and many 
instances carried the new religion with them, returning 
their former homes. Besides, the spiritual power was, 
many respects, independent the civil power, 
could, with little temporizing, manage perpetuate it- 
all the political revolutions. One dynasty 
might go, and another come; now the Vandal, now the 
Goth, and now the Frank might snatch the civil diadem 
but the pope could sit undisturbed above all this, wearing 
his triple crown, with none molest make The 


The irruptions from the North and West were, source 
rary disturbances the Latin church; but the same time they supplied 
with new vigor, and resulted ultimately its enlargement and ascendency 
Europe. Romanists may well reckon the conversion those Northern tribes, 
and especially the submission Charlemagne, among the most auspicious 
events their external history. Mr. Bancroft, his remarks the Decline 
the Roman People,” says that Attila was overawed the Roman 
hood.” 

XV. No. 59. 
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case was very different Constantinople. There the church 
was dependent the state, and had grown around the 
state. course the vine could not stand after the trellis 
had fallen. Christianity had, that instance, risen the 
side temporal dominion, and was overshadowed it. 
The branches the tree spiritual power were inter- 
locked with the branches the older and sturdier tree 
civil power. the result was inevitable. 
they had stood, and together they must fall. The storm 
which uprooted the oak, bore away with the young and 
dependent olive. The invasionewhich crushed the Eastern 
empire, aimed vastly higher object than that which, un- 
der Attila and Theodoric, overran the plains Italy. The 
disciples Mohammed were, least those times, ex- 
ception character. They were the hardy sons 
the desert, full the spirit conquest, and burning with 
religious enthusiasm. When they turned their faces West- 
ward, was not for plunder, but for empire extermi- 
nate Christianity, and make room for the religion the 
Prophet. They could enter into compromise with spir- 
itual, with temporal rulers. Everything fell before their 
terrible march. fire and sword hand, and God 
and for their war-cry, they pressed forward 
the last retreat their victims, never sparing showing 
mercy. The events that brief but terrible struggle, need 
not recounted. 

the 29th May, 1453, after siege not quite two 
months, the Turkish army entered Constantinople. For 
three days the city was given pillage and massacre. 
The scenes enacted that time are such history sickens 
such humanity blushes recognize. When 
the thirst for blood and brutal indulgence had been some- 
what sated, the conqueror, Mohammed II., attended his 
nobles and generals, rode into the city, and took formal pos- 
session it. Amid smouldering ruins and heaps 
slaughtered Christians, proclaimed Constantinople the 


have here shortened the Moslem battle-shout, which its full length 
God; there but one God, and Mohammed the apostle God. 
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capital the Turkish empire. Immediately, from all the 
vessels the Golden Horn, and from every dome, and spire, 
and minaret, the imperial standard disappeared, place 
which the silver crescent floated out, upon its shield green 
and from that day this, the priests Islam have recited 
their barbarous prayers the church St. 


The fortunes the Greek church subsequent the fall 
Constantinople, now claim our attention. The irruption 
which overwhelmed it, did not extinguish its life. went 
down into the grave not perish utterly, but rise again 
for fresher and stronger growth. obeyed that great law 
nature, accordance with which the imperfect always 
passes through some form death, its way towards 
perfect state. The corn wheat dies before brings forth 
the flower-seed must entombed will yield 
defeats truth have resulted its greatest victories; the 
man that would save his life must lose it; and the seed 
their own blood. 

Some centuries before the fall the Eastern empire, 
Christianity had penetrated into the heart Those 
Northern savages annually visited Constantinople, which 
they called Tzargrad, that is, “city the Cesars,”3 ex- 
change their “furs, honey, and for Oriental manu- 
factures. facilitate this trade, they joined the Greek 
church great numbers; like their more Southern and 


two descriptions the fali Constantinople are all respects alike. 
Accuracy, save the main features, probably cannot now attained. vivid 
account that catastrophe furnished Gibbon, the sixth volume his 
great work (pp. 396—410). 

This was somewhere near the year before the division between the 
Eastern and Western Christians, yet near that division that the Russian 
church imbibed, through the Greek missionaries, strong dislike Rome. 

See work entitled, The Englishwoman Russia,” years’ resi- 
dent” that country; 311. Published Scribner, New York, 1855. 

Bancroft’s Miscellanies, 321. shall have occasion quote Mr. Ban- 
croft again speaking Russia; who, although charged with having been par- 
tial that country, seems nevertheless have investigated its history 
very candid and thorough manner. 
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Western neighbors, not yielding themselves heartily 
Christ, but, while consenting bear his name, reality 
still practising their national superstitions. Even the 
present day, many the rites the Greek church perpetu- 
ate the wild mythology the just one con- 
stantly reminded classic paganism Rome. The re- 
public Novgorod, though unknown Western 
was powerful State about the time the reverses the 
Eastern church began. was then, and still is, proverb 
Russia: Who will dare attack God and the great Nov- 
gorod.”3 The Eastern Cesars were not ashamed enter into 
alliance with this commonwealth. Near the close the 
tenth century Vladimir, the chief Novgorod, married the 
sister the Greek emperor.* Here fact some impor- 
tance, which Russia may point with little plausibility, 
excuse for her encroachments the dominions the 
Sultan. This was her first with foreign power. 


“Englishwoman Russia,” pp. 306—308. extreme reverence with 
which the images the Virgin and Child are regarded, and their rich settings, 
are most probably only the adoration their former idol Zolotaia 
Baba, the golden woman; who, according their mythology, was the mother 
the gods.” 

the year 1553, the English sent forth three ships for the discovery 
north-eastern passage Cathay China. Two them were wrecked the 
third, commanded Richard Chancellor, proceeded ‘an unknown part the 
world,’ and reached place where there was ‘no night all, but continual 
light and brightness the sun shining clearly upon the huge and mighty 
length they came bay, and the mouth the Dwina, and report having 
announced them the natives men strange nation, singular gentle- 
ness and courtesy,’ Chancellor was able travel into the interior. found 
that the country was called Russia, Muscovy, and that Ivan 
and governed far and This was discovery Ban- 
croft’s Mis., pp. 335, 336. 

The power and wealth the republic were conspicuous even these ear- 
liest times. Their successors reduced many their neighbors subjection 
and the surrounding nations, whom they inspired with terror, they proudly 


demanded: ‘Who will dare attack God and the great Ibid. 


321. 

The name this princess was Anna, sister Basil II. She was married 
the Russian chief not far from the year 980. 98&, her husband embraced 
Christianity; and his example was quickly followed almost all his subjects. 
for this cause, probably, that known Russian history St. 
mir the Great. 
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was cemented the most sacred manner placed her 
inhabitants terms friendly and commercial intercourse 
with the East. made her the natural enemy the Turk, 
who had usurped the crown the Oriental Cesars, insulted 
the national faith Russia, and deprived her her most 
profitable trade. 

The enmity thus conceived, has never been forgotten, 
for once laid aside. "We may question the motives Rus- 
sia, some her wars with the Turks; but cannot de- 
the fact, that she has fought the supplanter her ancient 
ally with perseverance which has but few parallels his- 
tory. sooner had the Turkish power found home 
and outlet the Bosphorus, than the contest between 
and the Sclavonic races began. are not just 
Russia—who has enough real crimes answer 
when charge her with only trampling the weak. 
The empire the Turks was the height its splendor, 
when she began dispute its claim the throne Con- 
stantine. was not the weak Sultan to-day, but Selim 
the immediate successor Solyman the Magnificent, 
whom she ventured oppose herself. Indeed, she began 
the conflict the Ottoman power feeble 
now, that fact should not brought forward reproach 
Russia. only shows that she has worried out her 
mighty assailant, the same way that Peter the Great over- 
came his Swedish antagonist, namely, pressing forward 
with zeal which have ever cooled, for one 
moment turned aside from its object. far her rela- 
tions the Porte are concerned, Russia has not been 
judged much the merits her cause, the rep- 
resentations, rather misrepresentations, her neighbors, 
the jealous Western powers. Who shall say that those North- 
ern chieftains, whose predecessors were the friends and kin- 


Mr. Bancroft, after enumerating the immense dominions Selim says: 
was the Ottoman power, the period its first aggression Russia. 
That aggression, the war between Russia and the Porte, happened the 
year 1569.” this war, the Russians were victorious; and thus not only the 
nature the long struggle was made apparent, but its final issue foreshadowed. 
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dred the long before the fall Constantinople, 
have been altogether blameworthy their conflicts with 
the Turkish invader 

The title Czar, which some respectable authors have 
supposed but another form for was assumed 
the Russian chiefs about the middle the sixteenth cen- 
tury. ‘This was another step which has aided them their 
designs against the Ottoman power. The Reformation was 
now beginning weaken and distract the Papal church; 
and the Czar, taking advantage this state things also, 
paraded the ancient love Russia for the Greek church. 
The Oriental Christians, those who still adhered the an- 
cient church that name, were pleased this sudden 
good fortune. They saw, the Northern autocrat, the 


These statements are not made out any love for the Russian form gov- 
ernment, nor from desire defend its policy toward other nations. They are 
based the simple facts history; and, however much may regret the 
enlargement the Czar’s dominions, his menacing attitude toward the rest 
the Old World, and the fact that one man wields much irresponsible power, 
still cannot view the nature the contest its beginning, that 
the course Russia has always been utterly indefensible. 

Mr. Stanley, formerly fellow and tutor the University Oxford, and now 
canon author Arnold’s Life and Correspondence,” and 
recent very carefully written book travels Sinai and Palestine, says, this 
work (p. 457), that the emperor Russia have succeeded 
the name and privileges the Eastern Caesars.” favor this view may 
said, (1) that such the general impression the East. The Czar’s friends 
throughout the Turkish dominions, according some the most accurate tra- 
vellers, believe that the rightful heir the Eastern empire and his name 
immediately associated their minds with that the Oriental 
Such the impression constantly made the priesthood the Russian peas- 
antry. The late war the Crimea was regarded them religious its 
effort the part the Czar liberate those Christians whom, 
the successor Constantine, held the relation protector. (3) this 
word (Czar) old Russian term, why was never used till the middle the 
century? Nations are not apt invent words, and incorporate them 
into their language, till they have occasion use them. From this evident 
that the word was either invented, introduced from some foreign source, for 
special purpose. was most probably borrowed, was the idea which the 
Ivan IV., applied it. And that came from the East, and the 
same Caesar, are inclined believe not only from the similarity form 
and sound, but because the Russians obtained their ideas monarchy, well 
their religion, from their intercourse with the people and emperors Con- 
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spirit the first emperors. They willingly regarded him 
the successor the great Constantine, who would de- 
liver them from the yoke the Infidel, and recover for 
them their long lost privileges. Christianity was 
proclaimed anew, the national faith Russia; and 
from that time forth, the members the Greek church, 
everywhere, began look the Czar their protector 
and champion. 

The emperor the head the Greek and, 
from the highest metropolitan bishop, down through all the 
grades the priesthood, makes subservient his 
schemes for conquest. necessary his plans and 
for this reason, better, professes great affection for it. 
Its magnates? are permitted live splendor. Saints, 
without have been canonized please the vulgar 
fancy. Churches, filled with pictures the Virgin and 
may seen every village. Not passes, 


Peter the Great constituted supreme court for its government, called the 
MOST HOLY SYNOD, which appointed himself president, and delegated 
procurator occupy his place during his absence, without whom 
the synod could held, and without whose consent decision could valid. 
Since that time the emperors Russia have held the most absolute supremaey 
over the church Russia. may added. that the Greek church has 
means maintaining its independent existence Papal Mohammedan 
countries, but must look Russia the only powerful country that adheres 
its faith, the Russian autocrat may said hold the most absolute supremacy 
over the Greek church wherever exists, least naturally regarded 
its protector.” Encycl. Article Greek 

The dress and equipage the metropolitans St. Petersburg and Moscow, 
are described travellers far surpassing that the emperor splendor and 
richness and also said that the latter prelate held such reverence and 
respect the common people, excite little uneasiness the 
mind from time time. 

Since the division the Christian church into the Eastern and Western, 
number extra saints have been added each.” But the Russians have 
“about twice many the See Englishwoman Russia,” 
297. 

The Russian churches are much decorated some the walls 
are covered with the pictures saints, the Virgin and There 
immense deal gilding about the churches, which, with rows saints, all 
gold and silver dresses, lighted innumerable little lamps suspended 
before them, the small tapers stuck stands here and there, and candles 
circumference silver sconces, near the shrines and altars, make 
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without bringing the poor serfs some religious festival. 
And the Sabbath is, all grand holiday. The 
Greek church is, the Russian monarchy, what Napoleon 
wished the papal church become the French empire. 
great measure, amuse the common give them 
festivals and holidays, and fill them full anticipations 
happiness another life, that they shall forget how their 
rulers oppress and make use them does not 
heighten our estimate his piety, much eulogized 
some, know that, his prosperous days least, 
placed the rites Christian worship nearly level 
with the theatre, the circus, and the military review. The 
Western church, however, was not facile the Eastern 
had been. Unlike her more pliant rival, who had become 
interlocked with ambitious Russia, Rome still claimed 
superior the State. Where she sought alliance with 
kings, was not that she might grow under their protec- 
tion, much she might, sooner later, place her 
foot upon their necks. 

The subserviency religion politics Russia, renders 
the emperor tolerant. wishes all his people con- 
tented, the enjoyment their religious opinions, that 
may not fear govern them, other respects, his ag- 
gressive schemes may require. Many the peasants still. 
practise the superstitious rites the Northmen; and much 


very glittering appearance, and harmonizes well with the splendid robes the 
priests when they perform mass.” Ibid. 


Even great admirer Napoleon Mr. Abbott, indirectly concedes 
this point. Pope Pius VII., with whom Napoleon negotiated respecting his 
coronation, seemed entirely his power. Nothing but fear ridicule and 
denunciation prevented him from yielding more than actually did the 
emperor. His enemies nicknamed him Chaplain Napoleon. Pope anointed 
the Emperor, blessed the sword and sceptre, and, approached take 
the crown, Napoleon and with dignity took his own hand, and placed 
himself upon his Napoleon, who personally disliked all pomp and parade, 
and who arranged these scenes grandeur only impress the minds the multitude, 
hastened his room, and exclaimed impatiently attendant entered, 
off with these confounded trappings Abbott’s Napoleon, Vol. pp. 
443—448. 
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that which passes under the name Christian worship, 
even among the more intelligent classes, simply 
petuation the old idolatries. Great numbers Luther- 
ans, Jews, Armenians, and papists and Mohammedans even, 
are scattered throughout the empire. these sects 
allowed enjoy its peculiar views; and persecution, its 
more direct and offensive forms, unknown. Yet one 
can hold office under the government, who not mem- 
ber the Greek church; and high civil crime for 
any member that church change his religion. 
Czar pleased with this state things, since keeps him 
good repute for liberality, and possibly also because 
really disposed generous. However this may be, 
enables him use not only the national church, but all 
other religious organizations, carrying out his ambitious 
plans. 

The Greek Christians are his main dependence, however, 
especially those countries which still hoping con- 
quer; and hence, from bigoted motive, should any turn 
his affairs ever make this large tolerance disadvantageous 
the crown, the Greek church would allowed over- 
ride every other sect. 

The character the Greek clergy means im- 
maculate. French traveller, after having passed over 
nearly every part the empire, and penetrated even the 
centre Siberia, declares that they are “ignorant, slavish, 
vicious, and drunken almost equal degree with the de- 
based that, although strictly forbidden for 
priest seen enter whiskey-shop, yet they are not 
ashamed send one their flock fetch spirits, nor 
they blush seen intoxicated the miserable villages 
which they are pastors.” This statement must taken 
with some allowance for the fact that made 
Frenchman; still, undoubtedly true that many the 
parish priests are ignorant and vicious. Yet there are no- 
ble and both clergy and laity are steadily im- 
proving civilization advances. should remember, 
judging these things, that Russian society to-day not 
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much like ours, like that England when Chaucer wrote. 
Are the Russian priests, the same grade, any more cor- 
rupt than were such figure the Canterbury Tales? 
The Czar does not hesitate say that his subjects are de- 
graded. But they are docile, toward him least; and they 
aspire like him. They catch their ideas religion, and 
culture general, from his example. Alexander 
was inclined become Protestant, the Greek church, 
body, follow him. Greek church could 
become Protestant, because has never denied, and can- 
not consistently with its own creed deny, either the author- 
ity the free circulation the Scriptures. One single 
Christian-minded and wise Russian emperor could place 
the Greek church Russia friendly relations with evan- 
the fixed policy the Czars learn what they can 
other nations, and especially Western nations which are 
Protestant. Their patriotism, this particular least, 
not proud narrow. are teachable, ready confess 
the degradation their subjects, eager instructed 
enemy even. was for instruction, which might re- 
dound his country’s advantage, that Peter 
disguise through Germany, Holland, and England. was 
one his darling objects give sea-ports, ships, and com- 
merce Russia. For the sake that object labored 
hard gain knowledge ship-building. worked 
with his own hands shipwright the dock- 
yard Amsterdam, and afterwards the English yard 
Deptford. Thus has been, though ina less marked de- 
gree, with all his successors. the science government 
and civilization, and letters, they are constantly learn- 
ing from the nations around them. And whatever light 
they receive, straightway reflected upon their people. Mr. 
Bancroft speaks the Russian language “copious and 
fitted become the voice the muses and 
the instrument science.” The government beginning, 
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length, apply the capabilities that language way 


which can but produce the happiest effects both priesthood 
and peasantry. Not mention other schools, which are 


springing various parts the empire, six hundred and 
eighty-two for the exclusive benefit the sons the clergy 
have already been established; and, these schools, there 
are now more than seventy thousand pupils. More encour- 
aging than all this, the fact that the Bible given the 
masses their mother tongue. number those 
who can read understandingly, infer from the facts 
stated above, rapidly increasing. May not hope that 
the word God, beginning thus freely circulated 
Russia, will work out for her the same blessed results which 
has accomplished other When compare 
English society the present day, with those rude 
tribes over which Alfred reigned; and consider what the 
possession the Scriptures the common people has done 
bringing pass the happy contrast, feel warranted 
concluding that the day yet come when those broad 
steppes, over which Ivan the Terrible’ once led his savage 
hordes, shall teem with free, intelligent, and Christian 
population. 

the Greek church should give its present organi- 
zation, and should continue always adjunct the 
Russian crown, there career opening before which 
every Protestant ought ponder. Since the fall Con- 
stantinople, the present time, has generally been re- 
garded down-trodden and decaying church. Rome has 
worn the insignia spiritual dominion, and been watched 
the nations the earth with wonder and terror. But 


The appropriateness this epithet, which the first Czar characterized 
Russian history, will appear from the following incident: once gave orders 
for the building church, which should splendor surpass all others. 
most skilful architect found was entrusted with the work and the edifice, 
when completed, more than fulfilled his most ardent hopes. enchanted was 
with the structure, that ordered the eyes pulled out, that 
might never able build another similar beauty! The connec- 
tion with which the Russians tell this story, still standing, within the enclo- 
sure the Kremlin Moscow. 
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now, unless the lines history deceive their tendency, 
the case about beginning reversed. That vigorous 
Western spirit, which gave success the papal church 
former times, fast stealing out it; and now, like the 
Greek church when identified with the Eastern empire, 
has work chiefly with effete materials. still has many 
missionaries scattered through the world, and its inquisito- 
rial machinery still worked some extent; but these, 
may believe such writer Mr. Hallam, are dying 
the retractile claws the tiger who has received 
death-wound. Rome’s only chance prolonging her life, 
and renewing her youth, lies the project which she has 
conceived, subjecting this Western continent her 
rests with Protestant America complete the overthrow 
the Mystery Iniquity, which natural causes have al- 
ready brought the verge ruin the Old 
Italy, Austria, Spain, and France are the main dependence 
the papacy. has solid footing among the Northern 
nations Europe. France wayward and volatile. War, 
superstition, and Oriental vices, have length wasted Italy 
and Spain. Austria bows before the pope, only because her 
fear the Western powers just now outweighs her settled 
dread the Czar. Whatever may the successes the 
Romish church remote and Protestant countries, and 
oftentimes they are not reality great they appear 
be, plain that nearer home, and within its own do- 
minions, sinking into decay. Like that great evil 
slavery, which the American government, can 
live only going forth continually other lands. Let 
confined within the territory has already acquired, and 
will gradually dwindle till its life shall become extinct. 

But the other hand, Rome’s ancient foe, the Greek 
church, seems just entering the glorious period its 
history. The slumberous night, which the capture 
Constantinople, has passed away. The morning re- 
surrection now breaking. And that which was sown 
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weakness, has already begun raised with power. 
Greek Christianity has escaped from the embrace Orien- 
talism, and has become identified its fortunes with the 
dynasty the great Northern They are gradually 
breathing life, hope, courage, and the spirit conquest into 
it. This new inspiration making itself felt throughout 
the East. 

The Christians Asia, many them look the 
Czar for protection, are the alert. not bear the 
Turkish yoke meekly they did hundred years ago. 
They feel themselves be, important sense, strangers 
their native soil; and they draw the spirit which animates 
them from their mighty champion the Northwest. 
new development has not shown itself conspicuously yet, 
all instances; but has begun, and steadily advancing. 
Such the testimony intelligent men, who have travelled 
extensively the East. And more will seen and known 
this movement, the plans the Czar are more fully 
comprehended the Oriental Christians. The Armenian 
and Nestorian churches, and that Alexandria also, will not 
allow their differences keep them from uniting under one 
civil protector, when they have learned that tolerant, 
that bent destroying their common foe, and that 
will probably restore their ancient immunities them all. 
These organizations have never enjoyed independent ex- 
istence. the early conflicts between the Greeks and Lat- 
ins, they held fixed position. Sometimes they sided with 
the Eastern, and sometimes with the Western church, 
one the other party seemed offer them the more power- 
ful protection. After the Saracen invasion, and the wars 
the crusaders, they came almost entirely under the dicta- 
tion Rome, far Rome had the power dictate 
the Sultan’s dominions. But now the tide has turned. The 
Greek church the ascendant again. And hence 
may infer that those Asiatic churches, true their ancient 
policy, are ready give what influence they have the 
Northern conqueror. for the interest France and her 
allies deny that such disposition prevails the East, 
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and counteract all possible but the testi- 
mony, even some English travellers is, that such dispo- 
sition does exist, and the increase, wherever the rela- 
tions Russia the Turkish empire are well understood. 
Are sufficiently observant that prodigious power 
church and state combined, which growing the heart 
Europe, and which already casts its shadow over nearly 
third the habitable globe? people has the ad- 
vantage every variety soil and climate and the blood 
almost every race man flows its veins. Perhaps 
country the world does one meet great variety 
foreigners almost every nation has its representative 
Russia, from the Norwegian and Swede the Albanian 
and .Turk, from the Spanish adventurer the Moldavian 
and Wallachian, they are all encountered society 
and that not any remarkable accident, but merely 
invitation one’s general acquaintances.”? The resident 
there must able converse least three languages 
French, German, and the Russian order any satis- 
factory intercourse with the people. This foreign popula- 
tion does not control, though must favorably affect the 
national character. Itis gradually absorbed. ‘That process 
which scientific men term the degradation races, 
ways tended the elevation the native population, 
Russia. The remains the exiles other nations are 
found the central parts Russia; but the emigrants 
seem never have even impaired the nationality the 
original inhabitants; but the rather have become incor- 
porated with them the entire loss their own distinctive 
But this gigantic empire fortunate not merely 


may not for the interest the Western powers conceal this fact 
home, where they wish excite general dread the vast influence the 
Czar they but necessary the safety the Sultan’s dominions, whom 
they wish employ reason for opposing Russia. Should the people 
key persuaded, their knowledge the Czar’s designs, throw off their 
present yoke, such revolt would not only prove disastrous France, but might 
also put end the dominion countries still further east. 

Russians Home, Ten years’ Resident that Country,” 303. 

Bancroft’s Studies History.” See Miscellanies,” 319. 
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the composition its people. Its geographical extent 
should also considered. stretches from the land the 
vine and olive the frozen ocean; from the Baltic sea 
across the Eastern hemisphere, beyond the Pacific, nearly 
the confines Oregon. Its two-headed eagle rides su- 
preme the Caspian; and, though recently driven from the 
Black Sea, will never rest till has returned. Russian en- 
ergy pressing outward, with unwearied exertion, all di- 
rections and, although checked now and then some point, 
Russia has not been prostrated discouraged. defeats 
which her armies may experience along her distant borders, 
can ever persuade her give the belief, wrought into the 
national mind, that the harbors the Mediterranean are 
destined her entry-ports. Nothing but domestic 
general uprising the people against 
the fixed policy the government can ever oblige her 
desist from these aggressions. But such revolution 
there hardly probability. “Is there not the tie kin- 
dred the great nucleus the not the whole 
well annealed and firmly joined? not cut off and sep- 
arated from the rest Christendom its peculiar church 
discipline? not one and undivided its de- 
scent? not bound together having the same 
military heroes, the same saints, the same recollections, civil 
and sacred? France is, all the states Eu- 
rope, the one which safest against division.”! Every na- 
tion the borders Russia, either obeys fears 
provoke its wrath. That portion Poland which fell the 
Czar the time its dismemberment, has become inte- 
grant part the empire and those Poles who remain under 
the Prussian monarchy, are said sigh for the better for- 
tune their countrymen Russia. Many the depend- 
ents Austria would glad transfer their allegiance 
from the House Hapsburg the Czars. But even Rus- 
sia should assailed her neighbors, could she 
come? What invading army has ever penetrated the 
centre her territory? has never been accomplished 
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save one instance; and Napoleon belongs the honor, 
such is, the achievement. According the saying 
Napoleon himself, was sublime undertaking and 
ridiculous failure. The retreat from Moscow proves that 
Russia invincible. the records historians may re- 
lied on, the only country within the borders civiliza- 
tion, which still remains the hands its original possess- 
ors. Its recovery from barbarism not due colonies, 
planted other nations within its territory, but the ele- 
vation the indigenous races. has been wise imi- 
tator surrounding nations never become their prey. 

often speak the youth the Russian 
young, member the family civilized States; 
but has traditional history, which goes back the be- 
ginning time. The Eddas, from which obtain our 
knowledge the religious belief the Scandinavians, give 
detailed account the creation the world. That cos- 
mogony, though rugged its forms expression, 
might anticipate from the kind natural scenery amid which 
grew up, has yet more intrinsic dignity than some the 
cosmogonies the ancient classic poets. The Russian my- 
thology old, wild and grand, that Rome. 
roes and gods were the founders, and are now the patron 
saints, the empire the Czar. Greek fable contains but 
little, which really more captivating than the stories 
Valhalla, the Ygdrasill, Odin, and the thunderer Thor. 
And what more, this vast antiquity has never been yielded 
foreign power. Russians still rule Russia, they 
did the ages Solon and Lycurgus. They have never lost 
their faith, either their own strength that destiny which 
they believe with them. Nevertheless, century and 
half ago Muscovy was almost unknown the world. She 
must named among the youngest civilized States. 
Thus, all the advantages history reaching into the 
remote past, are added the advantages vigorous, aspir- 
ing The Russian monarchy, throughout the long 
periods its concealment, has been, speak, develop- 
ing under thrusting abroad, and striking down into 
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the soil, the roots the tree which has length attracted 
the gaze the world. such germ, what shall 
that nation which, after existing two thousand years, yet 
long ago the time the Athenian Republic, 
the foundation the present power Russia began 
laid;' and while other nations have been springing up, 
growing old, and perishing around it, this preparatory work 
has gone steadily forward;? and though only the lowest 
stones the superstructure have yet been placed, al- 
ready awes excites the jealousy half the 

Such the power with which the Greek church, after its 
many misfortunes, has length become connected. The 
type mind which represented its early ages, can 
traced back the beginning the history redemption. 
Christianity grew less Oriental, its modes expression, 
made further progress among the nations the West 
and when the spiritual authority Rome became world- 
wide, like her temporal dominion, the Eastern Christians very 
naturally were disturbed. While Occidental tastes only 


Russian, therefore,” says Mr. Bancroft, after stating the case, “is 
all the present European peoples the one which may lay the best grounded claims 
antiquity residence its present abodes. the darkness ancient cen- 
turies. extending over vast plains, into which the genius Greece and the arms 
Rome never penetrated, this people were slowly ripening nationality dur- 
ing the ages classic splendor, when Solon gave laws the Athenians, and 
Rome strove after principles public justice and liberty.” 

There have been domestic revolutions; yet these seem have been peace- 
ful comparatively, and have resulted uniformly the greater prosperity 
the nation. All tradition and vague conjecture the time the republic 
Novgorod. That lasted till sometime after the middle the ninth century, 
when the dynasty Rurick commenced, which was succeeded the Romanow 
family. 

Many persons predicted that the Russian empire would begin wane after 
the death the late Czar, Nicholas. Such, however, does not seem the 
fact. present emperor has already distinguished himself his negotiations 
with other and his efforts recover from the effects the late war, 
elevate his people and develop the natural resources his empire. Should 
he, any other Czar, prove false the destiny Russia,” may infer from 
the past what the consequences would be. Some secret means would probably 
employed hurry him out the world; and more energetic member 
the royal family would take his place. 
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were consulted the ecclesiastical regimen, they felt them- 
selves neglected and more less trammelled. 
nationality, language, and intellectual different social 
customs and impatience foreign yoke, alienated them, 
rather prevented them from ever agreeing with the Lat- 
ins. Upon the founding Constantinople, these peculiari- 
ties began distinctly show themselves. Neither party de- 
sired separate organization first, but only become 
predominant over the other. For time, owing tempo- 
rary causes, the struggle turned favor the Greeks but 
ultimately Roman will, aided powerful prestige and 


the nations Western Europe, triumphed. the 


Eastern church was excommunicated, and has ever since 
been regarded schism Romanists; just the reverse 
which would probably have been the fact, had the conflict 
terminated favor the Orientals. After the conquest 
the Eastern empire the the Greek church lay 
utterly prostrate condition for want civil protector. 
length, however, has found champion the great 
Northern power Europe. possesses resources, and 
beginning breathe spirit such gave the victory the 
Latin church former times. Nothing but expansion, and 
firm establishment the country the United States, can 
save the papacy from decaying, through the same causes 
which proved fatal the Greek church former age. 
With Russia, this latter organization now destined rise, 
and flourish, and reign; not reign any high and scrip- 
tural sense, for how degraded must the most powerful church 
appear when but instrument the hand secular 
but destined reign better sense, more per- 
manently, and broader scale than when enjoyed the 
protection the Eastern Its history yet 
the most brilliant parts that history are yet 
acted. Ifthe facts which have just adverted may 
taken the shadows what come, the Greek church 
need not disheartened account its reverses hereto- 
fore. patient. can afford wait. Calmly 
and cheerfully may bide its time. prospect opening 
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before it, the anticipation which can smile the 
past. Ifthe omens the future not very deceptive, the 
day coming when shall the triumphant, and Rome 
the down-trodden, church. Then Greek Christianity shall 
have its partial historians, who, with unwearied pen, shall 
tell the story its conflicts, its reverses, and its final victo- 
ries—ever and anon throughout their ponderous tomes, 
ablaze with the successes and oblivious the errors their 
mother church, pointing the reader some dishonest foot- 
note, which shall allude the great Italian schism with 
pious sneer; and Protestantism, its battles with this last 
corrupter the truth, shall forget the falsehoods and usur- 
pations the papal power. 


ARTICLE II. 
THE TRUE THEORY MISSIONS THE 


REV. PATTON, CHICAGO, ILL. 


lies behind every deed, idea illustrated 
every achievement. The ideal may but dimly revealed 
the consciousness him who labors the practical; yet 
his work guided and his toil sublimed. Plans which 
are comprehensive their scope, should find their justifica- 
tion and encouragement true theories; for, advocated 
upon false grounds, they will either entirely fail success, 
will feebly prosecuted and attended mortifying and 
disastrous imperfections. cause can permanently tri- 
umph, which does not vindicate its claims the minds 
intelligent men. Action, vigorous and sustained, 


Christian Missions: their Principles and Practice. Westminster Review 
for July 1856. 
Christian Missions. North British Review for August 1856. 


must based perceived truth, must appeal the ripe 
convictions the more enlightened portion the commu- 
nity. 

this account that propose, the present 
cle, inquire after the true theory missions the heathen, 
particularly respects their object and necessity. 

The work foreign missions, the enterprise evangel- 
izing the heathen called, has, since the apostolic period, al- 
ways been prosecuted some extent the Christian church 
but within the last half century has attracted increased at- 
tention, partly reason revived spirit piety, and 
partly from the new facilities exploration and labor fur- 
nished the present age. thoughtful; and sancti- 
fied minds have been its advocates and self-denying agents. 
The great mass true Christians have supported their 
prayers and contributions. has even conquered, 
small extent, the prejudices worldly men and secured their 
occasional commendation. classes, infidels scarcely ex- 
cepted, declare that the work honorable and important, 
and should carried forward with energy till light has pen- 
etrated the remotest regions darkness. But when in- 
quire for the basis upon which the enterprise should pros- 
ecuted, for the necessity which vindicates the work, the an- 
swers are various and conflicting. The end secured 
foreign missions differs the opinion different men, who 
may arranged, however, three classes, each with 
independent theory 

First, have what may termed the worldly un- 
evangelical theory. advocates the cause missions 
secular rather than religious grounds; or, best, basis 
morality rather than piety. Travellers meet with mis- 
sionaries, are hospitably entertained, visit the schools and 
churches, behold the superior condition the converted na- 
tives all secular respects, and return home with favora- 
ble report the influence missions heathen communi- 
ties. Men science find, the journals missionaries, 
record facts connected with the geography, history, natu- 
ral productions, and geological phenomena distant lands, 


1858.] Theory Missions the Heathen. 


and speak complimentary manner the intelligence 
which they display and the service which they render 
the civilized world. Scholars also cheerfully acknowledge 
the debt which they owe the researches missionaries 
into the languages and literature nations with whom there 
was before little like manner, the friends 
education look with complacence upon the efforts mis- 
sionaries remove the ignorance the heathen nations, 
and praise their common schools, their seminaries, and their 
printing-presses. And then the moralist and philanthro- 
pist behold the degradatfon, the crimes, 
and the sufferings barbarous nations giving way before 
the meliorating influence the gospel, and they add their 
commendation missions. Even infidels not hesitate 
express favorable opinion such grounds. Thus the 
Westminster Review, the organ the British philosophic 
their principle and practice” (July, 1856), declares the true 
and liberal theory be, the hope raising whole nations 
out state idolatrous corruption morals into con- 
dition Christian and reference Greece 
acknowledges, that the best hope for that country lies the 
young generation reared under the influence various 
Protestant missionaries. But these sceptical admirers repu- 
diate the religious basis altogether, and will admit neces- 
sity for missions regards the spiritual well-being and final 
salvation the unevangelized communities. the 
Westminster Review, the Article just cited, scoffs the 
idea that the heathen are any danger damnation; and 
with reference missions among Jews and Mohammedans, 
says: confidently declare success this kind mission 
and prosecuted any theological agency.” Even writers 
who are supposed have evangelical sympathies, seem dis- 
posed adopt this theory. Thus the North British Review, 
conducted members the Free church Scotland, ridi- 
cules the idea that missions are needed 
save the souls the heathen, either put forth 
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fanaticism.” says: pity the dreary delusion the 
Manichees, who enthroned the Evil Principle heaven. 
But proclaim that God indeed one who could de- 
cree this more than Moloch sacrifice the vast majority 
his own creatures and children, for fault sin theirs, 
revive the error the Manichee; for the God whom 
preach destroyer the guiltless, can God jus- 
tice, far less God love. needs exaggerations such 
these supply motive for missionary enter- 
prises. Our object is, introduce Christianity with all the 
blessings that accompany it: its true views God, its en- 
nobling motives, its pure morality the elevation life and 
manners, the civilization, the knowledge, even the material 
progress, which are sure follow its all which, 
the reader will observe, recognition any rela- 
tions eternity! Now against this secular theory mis- 
sions, have three serious objections. 

Itrests upon too basis. The highest interests 
man are spiritual; the noblest relations which sustains, 
are God and eternity; his choicest possession charac- 
ter. look out, then, upon nations sunk the lowest 
moral degradation, nations who have utterly forgotten God 
and debased the soul; who are horribly corrupt 
who resist the light which they have and try shut out 
that which poured around them, and who are unfit for 
civilizing them and making them more comfortable and de- 
cent for this life, belittle the whole conception man 
spiritual and immortal being accountable the bar 
God. human soul more than mere animal fed 
and sheltered; more than mere social being fitted for 
polite society; more than mere citizen qualified 
rule more than mere creature intellect, ca- 
pable education. civilization means ex- 
hausts his powers, secures the true end his being. 
one possessed moral character, subject the Divine 
law, actually guilty its violation, and needing pardon for 
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the past and holiness for the future, that may accepted 
the final judgment, and may fitted dwell with 
God and the angels higher and eternal sphere ac- 
tion. overlook these chief interests his existence, 
while seeking promote his temporal comfort and advance- 
ment, base missionary labors upon foundation wholly 
inadequate. 

This secular theory stands opposition the decla- 
rations the Bible, with reference heathen character and 
destiny. Its advocates repudiate the idea that the heathen 
are under condemnation sinners and are justly exposed 
death. They regard these persons simply igno- 
rant, superstitious, degraded, and unfortunate 
outward form but not inward intent; mere babes 
knowledge, whom well instruct and elevate, but 
who are living according their best conceptions duty 
and are danger divine condemnation. But how- 
ever this view may suit the easy, superficial ideas and facile 
hopes the sceptic, will not satisfy the convictions the 
Christian, who knows that the Bible teaches opposite 
doctrine, and that Biblical descriptions human character 
are always sustained the most rigid investigation facts. 

certainly worthy notice, that the Bible uniformly 
speaks the character idolaters general exceed- 
ingly corrupt. description given the various nations 
who dwelt Canaan, and who are said have been given 
destruction the Israelites, for their horrible impie- 
ties and immoralities the account the inhabitants the 
cities the plain, explanatory their sudden and awful 
doom the pains taken guard the Israelites against social 
intercourse with the surrounding kingdoms, lest utter cor- 
ruption should ensue and the woes denounced the 
prophets against all the heathen nations, not only for idol- 
atry but also for every kind vice, show that the ancient 
heathen were regarded God exceedingly guilty 
well degraded. 

Nor are the references the New Testament differ- 
ent nature. Saviour speaks the men Sodom and 
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his hearers, lest sinning against preater light, 
they should ‘come still worse end: 
character and condition thé repeatedly 
which declares, that, though destitute written 
lation, yet the double teaching without 
and and are therefore without for 
their Because that which may known God, 
world are seen, being understood the that 
are made, even his eternal power and Godhead they 
are without many have sinned without 
{the written] law, shall perish without [the 
tion that] law. These having [written] law, 
are law unto show the the law 
written their hearts, their conscience also bearing 
and their thoughts the meanwhile accusing else 
one Many those whom his 
epistles had been and their origi- 
nal character before the gospel was 
never speaks them merely unfortunate, but 
destruction their utter corruption and 
life. One two passages proof. Mortify; 
therefore, your members which upon 
tion, uncleanness, inordinate evil 
and covetousness which idolatry; for whieh things’ sake 
the wrath God cometh the children 
the which also walked sometime, when lived 
(Col. 5—7). also the following And 
you hath quickened, who and 
sins, wherein intime past walked tothe course 
this world, according the prince the power 
the spirit that the children disobedience 
among whom also had our conversation past 
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the lusts our flesh, fulfilling the desires the flesh and 
the mind, and were nature the children wrath even 
others” (Eph. 2:1—3. See also 3—7). Now add that 
terrible description heathen character Paul found it, 
given the fourteen concluding verses the first chapter 
the epistle the Romans, which barely alludes 
crimes that decency forbade him depict, and which ex- 
isted amid the highest civilization Greece and Rome, and 
will seen that sin can exist anywhere, exists 
heathen lands. Our missionaries assure that this 
true description heathen society now, all parts the 
Says the Rev. Mr. Eckard, missionary India: 
have read this tremendous catalogue assemblies Hin- 
doos, showing from facts which both they and knew, that 
each these sins belongs, high degree, their national 
character. have asked the heathen themselves, whether 
the crimes enumerated the apostle were not their na- 
tional characteristics. Never, that remember, did fail 
hear them confess that such was the Rev. Shel- 
don Dibble, his earnest and valuable work, entitled 
Thoughts Missions,” after quoting Paul’s language, 
adds: description not understood Christian lands, 
neither can be; but missionaries the heathen, who are 
eye-witnesses what here described, place emphasis 
every epithet, and would clothe every word capitals.” 
Again, says: The character the heathen better 
now than the days Paul. worse. impossible 
describe the state degradation and unblushing sin 
which the nations, for ages sinking, have sunk. 
impossible give representation their unrestrained pas- 
sions, the abominations connected with idol worship, the 
scenes discord, cruelty, and blood which everywhere 
abound. Deceit, oppression, and cruelty fill every hut with 
woe, and impurity deluges the land like overflowing 
stream. Neither can said, that the conduct the hea- 
then becomes sinless through ignorance. From observation 
for many years can assert, that they have 
that they feel accountable for what they do.” this last 
XV. No. 59. 
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assertion Paul’s inspired testimony also, for concludes 
his awful catalogue heathen crimes with the 
Who, knowing the judgment God, that they who com- 
mit such things are worthy death, not only the same, 
but have pleasure them that The heathen are 
not mere ignorant worshippers idols, who through wrong 
education have fallen into the practice erroneous ceremo- 
nies, while living otherwise state savage simplicity 
and virtue; but they are men who sin against inward and 
outward light; who are consciously selfish, immoral, cruel, 
and beastly who reject the truth when brought them, 
because condemns their vices; who, mass, doubtless 
wish different from what they and who, being 
pressed, acknowledge that their course wrong. The re- 
morse which they express, the sacrifices which they offer, the 
tortures which they endure, the fear divine wrath which 
they exhibit, all testify their consciousness guilt and 
their desire propitiate the offended deity. who are 
brought into contact with them travels, trade, war, 
efforts instruct and elevate them, all testify their 
mental capacity, their shrewdness, their quickness distin- 
guish between right and wrong,—especially where their own 
interests are involved,—and the superiority their knowledge 
their conduct. noticeable, also, that the men the 
world who are ready palliate even deny the guilt the 
heathen, when arguing against missions, are fully convinced 
their accountability and guilt, when made suffer their 
crimes. sea-captain cheated trade, have arti- 
cles stolen from his ship the natives heathen land, 
and how full indignation against their 
Or, let ship’s crew murdered and the cargo plundered, 
and how soon our rulers despatch vessel war cannon- 
ade and burn the native village and inflict 
upon the criminals! hear nothing said, upon 
such occasions, the ignorance and innocence the hea- 
then. All who speak intelligently and candidly, admit that 
they are sufficiently enlightened responsible fox their 
conduct. Therefore the view the Bible, sustained all 


careful observation, condemns the secular theory mis- 
sions, which based inadequate idea heathen 
character, superficial and worthless. 

only add concerning it, that destitute all 
efficiency; has power move the heart with com- 
passion which leads men sacrifice all that dear home 
and heathen lands and labor for the eleva- 
tion the and inoperative theory, con- 
trived sceptical philosophers rationalizing theologians 
their studies, pleasure-seeking travellers, who flit through 
heathen lands summer butterflies meadow. one 
was ever induced become missionary. the in- 
fidels the world never sustained missionary, organ- 
ized missionary society, even for the purposes which they 
admit needful; while those professedly Christian sects 
which sympathize with such views, have scarcely lifted fin- 

ger secure the regeneration, any respect, the heathen 
world. No: those who have devoted themselves such 
labors, have invariably been men who believed the heathen 
sinners, under condemnation, and needing pardon 
through the blood Christ. The Westminster Review ad- 
mits the power the distinctive Christian motive, which 
aims the spiritual and eternal salvation the heathen. 
The aim the old missions abundantly accounts 
for the devoted spirit the missionaries. know 
and feel that saw any reason whatever believe that 
any body was danger hell fire for eternity, for want 
anything could for them, should that thing 
instantly, any cost, whether living the Sandwich 
Islands, dying starvation Patagonia, any other 
painful doom. When consider that the Jesuits and oth- 
Romanists, and the Wesleyans and other Protestants, 
have always believed this without shadow doubt 
dream hesitation, there remains nothing wonder 
their going forth the ends the earth, toil and suffer 
and die for the salvation souls.” Thus the infidel com- 
pelled bear witness the power Christian motive 
this great and difficult work; while, the other hand, 
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can point nothing efficient substitute. mere 
philosophic love civilization, mere interest arts and 
science, mere desire improved morals among savages, 
will lead men abandon their homes, Europe and Amer- 
ica, spend their lives elevating the degraded nations 
Asia, Africa, and the islands the sea. There must 
added the love Christ the Redeemer lost 
deep sympathy with him the work human salvation. 
His voice must heard, into all the world 
and preach the gospel every creature. that believeth 
and baptized, shall saved; but that believeth not 
shall damned.” spirit obedience this command, 
and fellowship with that love which brought the Son God 
from heaven suffer upon the cross, will alone avail raise 
the host missionaries who are needed enlighten the 
dark places the world. When infidelity shall present 
with even one its votaries who has devoted his life this’ 
self-denying work, shall more disposed accept the 
secular theory then, even the secular ele- 
vation the heathen must depend upon the efforts those 
who visit them for higher and holier purpose, and who, 
preparing them for heaven, fit them also live upon earth. 
The mere worldly philosopher takes such view the ne- 
cessities the heathen creates imperative feeling 
obligation hasten their rescue. Regarding them 
essentially guiltless, feels alarm for their eternal des- 
tiny, and but small commiseration for their present condi- 
tion. Therefore his efforts will confined cheap com- 
mendation the benevolence those who consecrate life 
the work missions among the heathen, and im- 
agined philosophic exposure the error their most influ- 
ential motive. 

come now second theory missions, which 
may called the extreme evangelical theory. evan- 
gelical, that its motive that the gospel but ex- 
treme that goes beyond the gospel what claims 
the actual relation the heathen world 
evangelical Christians agree these three positions: that 


But. when the question heathen world 
salvable condition, from the gospel 
who has died without hearing 
faith the Lord Jesus the Saviour 
and that all the: heathen been visited the’ 
the descended, generation after 
ing been, through that men seized with 
fatal malady, the only cure for which other 

the majority the The ordinary language 
sionary letters, addresses, sermons, and reports, implies 

remarkable boldness this point, saying: Others not elected, although they 
may called the ministry the word and may have some common opera- 
tious the Spirit, yet they never truly come and therefore cannot 
saved; much less can men not professing the Christian religion, saved any 
other way hatever, they never diligent frame their lives according the light, 
nature and the law that religion they profess and assert and main- 
positive especially contradicts both our Saviour and the apostle 
represents heathen who live according their light less” able 
saved than men who hear the gospel and reject it, thus directly contradicting our 
Saviour, who declared that those who rejected his words would receive heavier 
condemnation than even the depraved, unrepentant inhabitants Sodom and 
Gomorrah, Tyre and Sidon (Matt. The Confession 
declares the ation conscientious heathen much less” possible 


unbelieving hearers the gospel; while Christ asserts, that even 


those riot the law may law unto and how their 
shall-be counted for 
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favors this extreme view. are, however, insuperable 
objections adoption, which will specify 

mean that our sensibilities, and 
that shudder contemplation. That fact alone 
would never disprove its truth. shudder the 
convicts from their workshops locked 
punishment, and all suffering from whatever 
cause, painful the beholder, and yet often just and 
necessary. object not, therefore, the idea the un- 
excepted perdition all the heathen, the mere ground 
that itself awful conception, but the idea its 
relations. Nor here, again, object its relation 
the divine justice, considered the retribution wilful 
but its relation divine mercy world which 
governed mere legal The facts human 
history and the declarations the Bible alike declare, that 
mercy prominent attribute the divine character, and 
that this world for some reason, known unknown, un- 
der its care. cannot, therefore, resist the conviction, 
though the human race may be, and deserving de- 
struction, yet every man lives under dispensation mercy 
and has opportunity for salvation. assert gravely, then, 
that the heathen who have never heard Christ, are shut 
out from all possible hope pardon and are not salva- 
ble position their present circumstances, offend 
the moral sense thoughtful men, well that the 
common multitude. worse than denying that atone- 
ment has been made for all mankind, and restricting 
the elect alone; for that doctrine, however un- 
true, saved from much its practical evil our inability 
point out the elect advance; that our hopes are not 
cut off for any particular man. But this theory points ac- 
tual masses men, the entire population whole coun- 
tries, and dooms them necessary perdition with 
present hope pardon; and extends this judgment back- 


ward generations the past, who 
theory practically denies the divine grace suspending 
exercise, the heathen the human 
race) concerned, upon the those already en- 
lightened. declares that there possible mercy for the 
heathen unless Christians choose carry the gospel them. 
Does seem rational, harmony with the universality 
and freedom God’s the only possibility sal- 
vation for the mass mankind should suspended, not 
anything within their control, but the conduct men 
the opposite, side the such representations 
the minds shocked, and reaction takes place, 
which only the cause missions, but 
evangelical religion well. They are led think 
evangelical religiom severe, gloomy, remorseless system, 
which represents without merey, which confines 
that mercy within narrow compass. de- 
scribing the salvation Pagans absolutely impossible, 
influence exerted favor universalism and infidelity. 
There passage the Bible which asserts this ex- 
treme Men guilty certain known sins are de- 
nounced, and, case persistence them, are threatened 
with death; but nowhere declared that the not having 
heard Christ, the not having received the Bible, places 
men beyond the pale mercy. The passages which are 
cited support such view, relate only the doom 
those who hear and reject the gospel, the ultimate 
basis salvation through the blood Christ. Thus when 
but that believeth not shall damned,” the preceding 
verse shows that reference those whom Cbrist has 
offered for that verse contains the command preach 
the gospel every creature, after which the declaration 
question naturally comes show what the result 
preaching would be. also read concerning Christ: 
“Tam the way, and the truth, and the life; 


unto the Father but Neither there salvation 

any other; for there none other name under heaven given 

among men, whereby must saved.” these and 

kindred passages simply assert that the Christ 
must the ground which every sinner must 
and which every one who hears it; must course accept. 

They not, however, conflict the least with the idea that 
penitent sinner may saved God for the sake 
Christ and view Christ’s work, although the man may 

never have heard the Saviour this world. All such pas- 

sages more exclude penitent heathen who are ignorant 

Christ, than they exclude infants, who surely not exercise 

faith the Saviour. They were not spoken either infants 

the heathen, and therefore have application 

They condemn only those whom Christ distinctly of- 
fered and whom wilfully rejected. impossible 

for those either believe disbelieve, whom the gospel 

has not been preached; for, Paul well asks How shall 

they believe Him whom they have not 

Nor does any principle God’s government, any 
doctrine the Bible, imply sustain this extreme theory. 
truth may sometimes implied which not directly as- 
doctrine, although not independently taught. But such 
claim can made for the theory question. doc- 
trine logically implies it? Not the doctrine the new birth, 
the necessity regeneratidn. order salvation; for 
who can prove that soul may not born again without 
knowledge the Who say that the Holy 
Spirit does not take truth taught nature 
handed down tradition, and use the 
who live and die amid the darkness 
theologian competent declare the minimum trath 
that may avail for this purpose, can decide how 
dwell and even influence the con- 
duct man whose prevailing soul has yet 
been rectified the Spirit God. Neither does the 
trine election conflict with the salvation 


1858.] True Theory Missions the Heathen. 


then; for what text Scripture asserts that the elect are 
confined Christian lands, those who have heard the 
gospel? May not man elected Christ who does not 
actually hear the Saviour till reaches the eternal world 
Does any one claim that the doctrine atonement implies 
that the heathen who have never heard the death Christ, 
are necessarily The inference false. That atone- 
ment necessary under the moral government God 
order the pardon any our race, true; but does 
not therefore follow, that every penitent transgressor shall 
know, this life, what ground pardon 
our belief, and that the Christian church general, that 
part the redemptive scheme which made consistent 
the life and death Christ, infants who die are cleansed 
from the evil tendencies which they inherit part the 
race, and which would have developed into sin earth, and 
are thus fitted for heaven and enabled participate the 
song the redeemed. And yet they cannot possibly know 
that they owe anything Christ, until they are taught 
the heavenly world. And why, upon the same principle, may 
not poor heathen, who repents sin, far under- 
stands what is, accepted for the sake Christ, though 
may not learn, until reaches heaven, that divine mercy 
has been purchased for him the price blood? When 
does learn it, however, will immediately exercise the 
which his situation earth made impossible. 
may said have seminal faith which requires only fa- 
voring circumstances for its perfect development. has 
earth faith truth, faith holiness, faith God; hea- 
ven will also have faith Christ. 

have once illustration our meaning and 
demonstration the correctness the position for which 
contend, the case the saints who lived before the 
coming the Saviour, and who, though ignorant the na- 
ture the work which was accomplish, were yet, 
penitents, accepted for his sake. indeed often said, 
that they looked forward him look back, that their 
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believe that (with the possible exception few inspired 
writers) the good men those days had any definite con- 
ception the atonement. expected Messiah who 
would deliver the nation; but that they all understood his 
sacrificial work, improbable. know that the apostles, 
with far more favorable opportunities learning the truth, 
from the instruction the Saviour failed acquire 
it, until his death and resurrection with his subsequent 
teaching enlightened their minds. Even the prophets, who 
foretold his vicarious sufferings, may not have understood 
what the Holy Spirit meant the words their prophecy, 
but probably wondered the mystery. Does not Peter im- 
ply this, when says: which salvation the prophets 
have inquired and searched diligently, who prophesied the 
grace that should come unto you searching what, what 
manner time the Spirit Christ which was them did 
signify, when testified beforehand the sufferings Christ 
and the glory that should follow”? The truth is, that all 
the saints (except possibly few specially 


sons), from Adam Christ, repented sin, threw them- 


selves upon the divine mercy prayer, sacrifice, and such 
other rites they were taught use, and were accepted for 


sake, without knowing anything distinctly his 


atonement. And see reason why dark-minded but 
penitent sinner among the heathen, may not saved 
similar manner. President Edwards, his Mysteries 


Scripture,” has the following clear and forcible remarks: 


account the various degrees men’s capacities and 
the various circumstances the times which they live, 
one man may know truths which another cannot know. 
follows, that the very same articles are not 
mental all men; but accordingly revelation hath been 
more less complete, according the several dispensations 
under which men have lived, their various natural abilities, 


their various modes and circumstances living, differ- 


ent articles are and have been fundamental men. 
This very plain from the different degrees knowledge 
before and since the coming Christ; for before 
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ing many truths lay hid, which are now set the most clear 
and the instance the apostles abundantly shows 
the truth what have now advanced; who, although they 
were already state grace, and their salvation was se- 
cured, yet for some time were ignorant the necessity the 
sufferings and death Christ, and the true nature his 
kingdom.” see nothing, then, the implications 
scriptural doctrine, which requires place all the unen- 
lightened heathen out the pale possible salvation. 
Christian theology will sustain damage from admitting 
their salvability. 

There are express teachings Scripture which contra- 
dict this extreme theory. there any doctrine clearly and 
taught the Bible, is, that all mankind are 
salvable condition; that is, are placed the grace 
God Christ, such position, that they may obtain sal- 
vation; that eternal life within the reach that 
one need despair because deserves condemnation, but may 
find condition repentance. 

(1) There are the numberless passages which speak the 
universal relations the atonement Christ. are told 
with special emphasis and distinctness, that died for “the 
that “he tasted death for “every man,” and that 
gave himself ransom for object his death 
acknowledged be, place eternal life within the reach 
those for whom died. But what possible sense did 
die for the heathen who have never heard him, they are 
that account, from birth death, hopeless condi- 
tion? What mockery is, affirm that atone- 
ment was made for them, its benefits are suspended upon 
their hearing and accepting during their earthly lives 
condition impossible fulfilment successive gene- 
rations! these theorists mean turn the doctrine 
general atonement into ridicule, make solemn nul- 
lity? And then must remember the passages which 
speak the universal efficacy, certain respects, the 
work the Redeemer. What can meant the decla- 
That was the true Light which lighteth every man 
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that cometh into the world?” are aware that eminent 
scholars think that the last clause refers Christ and not 
man, and that the verse should have been rendered: That 
was the true Light, which was come into the world, and 
that lighteth every man;” but even then, the sense ap- 
plicable the present subject, respect altered. 
affirmed, that his light hope and joy shines upon every 
man.” Not that actually saves all men, 
for other passages teach the contrary; but that places 
salvation within the actual reach all, that the darkness 
despair illumined his light. Can mean less and 
mean anything? But that its meaning, those who live 
and die amid the darkness heathenism, are not shut 
hopeless gloom reason their guilt. Christ has shined 
upon them, though they know not: his atonement has 
opened the way for penitent return, though they never 
heard his death. They saved him though ig- 
norant him! 

(2) And here may apply the passages which explicitly 
declare the acceptance all true penitents whatever cir- 
cumstances found. God has supreme regard character, 
and not mere knowledge. requires all penitent 
because all are voluntary sinners and may cease from sin. 
requires such have heard Christ, accept him, be- 
cause with them faith possible Others will 
accepted the ground Christ’s atonement, and the 
single condition Therefore the Old Testa- 
ment other condition was ever mentioned. The prophets 
promised pardon all, Jew Gentile, who would repent, 
saying nothing specific faith future Saviour, though 
fact that Saviour was typified the sacrifices, little 
they understood it. The simple word the sinner 
Turn and live. Ezekiel, for instance, came with this mes- 
sage Thus speak, saying, our transgressions and our 
sins upon and pine away them, how should 
then live? Say unto them, live, saith the Lord God, 
have pleasure the death the wicked, but that the 
wicked turn from his way and live: turn ye, turn from 
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your evil ways; for why will die, house Israel?” 
And when Jonah went Nineveh, preached simple 
repentance. neither preached nor understood the doc- 
trine vicarious atonement through the blood Christ. 
God indeed had regard his own mind, the ground 
all mercy all ages this lost race, but did not then 
reveal those whom called repentance with pro- 
mise pardon. The Ninevites, under this very restricted 
preaching, repented and were accepted; and Christ said (lit- 
tle reconcilable his words are with the Presbyterian “Con- 
fession Faith” that “the men Nineveh shall rise 
judgment with this generation and shall condemn it; be- 
cause they repented the preaching Jonas; and behold 
greater than Jonas here” (Matt. 12:41). then 
may not heathen, who turns from sin far aware 
it, and grieves over his short-comings duty, and wor- 
ships God according the best his knowledge, though 
forms rude and incongruous, why may not accepted 
the same principle? 

The New Testament, also, seems allude favorably 
the same class cases. When Peter met the company 
Gentiles the house Cornelius men who were not liv- 
ing Jews and had not yet been instructed Christianity, 
and who therefore knew nothing atonement through 
Christ, but who were nevertheless pursuing course sin- 
cere endeavor according their scanty light began his 
address with this noble and liberal declaration truth 
perceive that God respecter persons; but every 
nation, that feareth him and worketh righteousness, 
accepted with him.” And why should not give the soul 
China India, that honestly struggling darkness, 
sometimes victorious, sometimes defeated, the benefit this 
truth, and believe that God accepts him and will save him 
for the sake Saviour whom knows And was 
not this Paul’s ground? attentive perusal the first 
two chapters the epistle the Romans will show that 
not only proves the heathen sinners and therefore de- 
serving death, but also that they are blameworthy they 
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not obtain salvation their present circumstances, even 
without revelation. His language is: For not the hear- 
ers the law are just before God, but the doers the law 
shall justified. when the Gentiles, who know not 
the law [in the Bible], nature [influenced natural 
conscience] the things contained the law, these having not 
the law are law unto themselves.” Therefore, the un- 
circumcision [the Gentile heathen] keep the righteousness 
the law, shall not his uncircumcision counted for cir- 
cumcision?” shall not accepted within the cove- 
nant? And when stood before the Areopagus 
Athens condemn idolatry, plainly intimated that, far 
they had fallen into absurd and evil forms worship 
God would overlook it, and would hold them 
only accountable for their use the light which had been, 
and which should hereafter, granted: And the times 
this ignorance God winked but now commandeth all 
men everywhere repent.” And the same idea had 
communicated the people Lystra, few years before, 
when they were about sacrifice Barnabas and 
Sirs, why these things? also are men like 
passions with you, and preach unto you that should turn 
from these vanities unto the living God, who made heaven 
and earth and the sea, and all things that are therein who 
times past suffered all nations walk their own ways. 
Nevertheless left not himself without witness, that 
did good and gave rain from heaven and fruitful seasons, 
filling our hearts with food and gladness.” whole tone 
this not more reproving than extenuating, and implies 
that God, while holding them accountable for grateful love 
view his benefits, made allowance for the darkness 
which for ages had brooded over the earth. 

But here objected the advocates the extreme 
theory, that the heathen would indeed saved, they did 
their whole duty according the light nature but that, 
fact, one ever did this. this reply, that the ob- 
jector speaks performing duty legal and not 
evangelical sense. Does mean imply that the heathen 
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are born into the world under purely legal system, cove. 
nant works, that requires uninterrupted obedience 
life? what authority? The Bible af- 
firms the contrary, declaring the whole world under 
mediatorial government, and assuring that Christ 
tasted death for every man.” Therefore simply requires 
the heathen render obedience evangelical sense, that 
is, repent all known sin, aim holy life, con- 
trite for their failures duty, and endeavor make pro- 
gress the way piety. And here must remember, 
that Abraham and Jacob could good men their age, 
and yet fall into polygamy, concubinage, and 
and David could accounted man after God’s own 
heart, and yet under peculiar temptation become adul- 
terer and murderer, quite conceivable that, the far 
greater darkness the heathen, men may accepted 
God, who indulge practices that shock our sense right. 
They may nevertheless aiming right they under- 
stand it, though with frequent shortcomings over which they 
grieve and against which they struggle against our 
besetting sins. favor such the declaration the Sa- 
viour comes with all its amplitude meaning: “But 
that knew not and did commit things worthy stripes, 
shall beaten with few (Luke 12: 48). 

III. pass now, finally, the true evangelical theory 
missions, which regards the preached gospel indispen- 
sable instrumentality induce repentance any general scale 
among the heathen nations. This view admits all the real 
facts the case, both the melancholy and the hopeful, while 
yet avoids the difficulties which press upon the two other 
schemes. admits, the one hand, the moral agency, the 
guilt and the condemnation the heathen world; and, 
the other, the existence hope for all those who have never 
heard the gospel, but who, the eye God, give evidence 
penitence for sin and desire and purpose overcome 
evidence that the great and merciful Judge will course 
value according the darkness mind and unfavorableness 
influence amid which may presented. But after 
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granting these preliminary positions, the solemn question re- 
turns: How much the aspect the heathen world thereby 
relieved may reasonably conclude that the infants 
and quite young children are saved, the number whom 
all that are born those lands die, early childhood, from 
disease, exposure, want, infanticide. This alone 
small relief the view sometimes presented, unbroken 
generations descending the pit, age after age, since the 
flood. suppose that the adult population some 
are living, the sense before explained, conscientiously 
though imperfectly. they many? No. The mis- 
sionaries declare that they seldom never find such; that 
all seem selfish and corrupt, loving sin and hating the 
light; that rarely (not once million cases) that 
man found who seems heart prepared welcome 
the truth when reaches hiri. Some missionaries long 
experience say, that they never met with single instance 
the kind. Now let concede, that the facts within the 
knowledge the missionaries are means all which 
exist, and moreover, that the missionaries may have looked 
for too much the circumstances, and have been more severe 
their judgment than their Maker would be, still impos- 
sible resist the conclusion, that there must very few 
compared with the number the adult population. 

The great mass this population are still the bondage 
sin. this great mass responsible transgressors, 
propose send missionaries carrying the gospel Jesus 
Christ, and hoping accomplish three important ends. 

reveal their dark minds the fact that eternal salva- 
tion within theirreach. They donot knowit; thatis, they 
have certain convictions, and intelligent view the 
grounds hope. They are conscious sin; they are burdened 
with sense guilt; they are aware having wronged their 
fellow men and offended they live fear deserved di- 
vine they not understand the way securing cer- 
tain pardon, even they are disposed they offer sac- 
rifices, they pay large sums money, they perform immense 
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labors, they endure cruel self-inflicted sufferings, all propi- 
tiate the Deity, and yet obtain relief and die last 
despair. The light nature teaches nothing concerning 
way salvation. God’s evident goodness, and the fact 
that sinners are spared upon the earth, afford hint the 
divine but there nothing indicate the extent 
grounds the mercy nothing assure the heathen that 
repentance will secure pardon. small thing carry 
them the certain tidings salvation for lost men pro- 
cured the incarnation, life, and death the Son God. 
their souls. teaches them that God just and the jus- 
tifier him that believeth Jesus;” that now 
condemnation them that are Christ Jesus, who walk 
not after the flesh, but after the Spirit.” assures them, 
that, although they sit the darkness ignorance, sin, and 
death, yet the gloom not unbroken that Christ, the 
Sun Righteousness,” has risen upon this benighted earth, 
with healing his wings [beams],” and that the 
true Light which lighteth every man that cometh into the 
world.” Even those who were striving please God ac- 
cording their crude ideas right, and who would have 
been saved, will now brought into assurance salva- 
tion, will advanced knowledge and holiness, and 
will enabled live holy joy, while the peace God 
that passeth all understanding shall keep their hearts and 
minds through Christ Jesus.” All who hear the preached 
word will taught this life-giving truth, and God will 
honored the proclamation through the world his grace 
and mercy dying men exhibited the gift his Son 

The preached gospel will present the most powerful 
motive induce repentance. have seen that not 
sufficient that the heathen might saved without know- 
ledge the gospel, they would repent and serve God ae- 
cording their present light. The difficulty is, that, 
general thing, they not and will not repent under the influ- 
ences present operating upon them. know how 
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cult persuade men repent even Christian lands, 
with many favorable influences concurring secure the 
result. What then must the improbability heathen 
turning from his loved vices life purity, without 
the Bible, without the ministry, without the church, without 
the Sabbath, without the example individual saints, with- 
out the encouragement any one anything, save his 
own half-enlightened conscience, and amid surrounding pol- 
lution such cannot possibly conceive! Motive stimu- 
lates action, and the motive which needs brought 
bear upon dark pagan mind “the truth Je- 
sus.” must made understand what God is, the 
majesty and purity his nature; what the divine law is, 
its claims upon the heart and life what his own character 
is, its vileness and evil desert; what the moral impotence 
his diseased will is, its bondage sin; and then what 
Christ has done for the place salvation within the 
reach all; and what ready for the individual 
sinner who receives him the all-sufficient Saviour. This 
the truth which convicts sin and subdues the soul 
penitence and love. wish reclaim men from wick- 
edness, must hold the cross. not enough 
preach morality and industry; not enough discourse 
them the vague truths natural theology. The Mo- 
ravians did this for years the degraded Greenlanders, with- 
out eliciting single response. But when Christ was 
preached and they were told that the Son God exchanged 
the glories heaven for the woes Calvary, that they 
might rescued from sin and hell, their sluggish minds 
were moved and their hard hearts were melted. This was 
the influence which shamed Paul out life selfishness, 
learn from his own lips: For the love Christ con- 
straineth us; because thus judge, that one died for all, 
then were all dead; and that died for all, that they who 
live should not henceforth live unto themselves, but unto 
him who died for them and rose Thus the gospel 
works upon character other influence can, and hence 
the chosen instrumentality the Holy Spirit for effect- 
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ing the conversion sinners. Therefore Paul went every- 
where preaching the gospel, knowing that nothing else would 
make any impression the masses sinful mind around 
him, and declaring that pleased God the foolishness 
[as the world deemed it] preaching save them that be- 
this same view send forth missionaries 
the remotest parts the earth, that may bring bear 
upon the nations that influence which alone suffices at- 
tract men from sin holiness. abstractly the heathen 
may saved without the gospel, provided they repent 
sin, practically few them will repent, except they are 
made acquainted with the grace Christ. 

Lastly, incidental and subordinate result, and 
some cases auxiliary influence illustrate the beneficent 
character Christianity, missions operate elevate commu- 
nities temporal respects. The grand aim missions 
spiritual, and the missionary addresses himself directly 
the mind and heart every heathen convince him 
sin and danger and induce him repent, and exercise 
faith Christ. Still, where can make temporal benefits 
auxiliary his chief work, will so, both conferring 
favors the destitute and preparing them listen favo- 
rably his message salvation. will what can 
heal diseases, impart education, encourage industry 
and the mechanic arts, aid the poor, comfort the af- 
flicted, redress the wrongs the oppressed, and, gene- 
ral, elevate society the level Christian civilization. 
will thus immediate good temporal nature, will. 
illustrate the beneficent spirit the Christian religion, and 
will gain access for spiritual truth many minds that could 
not otherwise reached. And so, also, civilization will 
necessarily result from the operation piety, which stimu- 
lates the whole man action, makes him responsible for the 
best use all his powers, and brings him contact with 
truths and influences the most elevating character. 
degree attention that must given this secular work, 
will vary with the condition and customs nations. No- 
madic tribes, such the Indians our own continent, can 
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hardly reached much effect, except they are induced 
form stationary communities and cultivate the soil. All 
experience, from that Eliot that the most recent mis- 
sionary, proves the truth this assertion. But such secular 
aid purely incidental, when you require man stand 
still, while you converse with him, and never absolutely 
essential the operation divine truth upon the heart. 
The truths the gospel are simple, and the most degraded 
heathen can made understand their practical import. 
point order enable them repent sin and accept 
Christ. previous work civilization might more need- 
ful, were the missionary cause dependent mere natural 
appliances for its success. Such appliances are used, but 
behind them the Holy Spirit give the truth 
his supernatural power. Relying his promised aid, 
look for speedy results early and direct presenta- 
tion purely spiritual truth. From the inward change thus 
wrought, proceed outward renovation and improve- 
ment, thus simultaneously fitting men for two worlds. 

Such, then, the theory missions. grander enter- 
prise was ever undertaken conceived. aims subdue 
this world Christ, for his glory and the salvation lost 
men. The foundation principles are, that Christ right 
owns the world, and that the world stands perishing need 
his salvation. man can saved without him, and but 
few without the knowledge him. The truth which cen- 
tres him, the power which, the hand the Spirit, 
regenerate human character and bring all nations 
the last the obedience faith. Based thus immutable 
truth, the missionary cause, sustained reason, enjoined 
Christ’s own command, fortified the divine promises, 
goes forth, through toil and suffering, secure certain vic- 
tory. Who will march its side? Who will consecrate 
himself its work 

The missionary cause appeals with special power the 
Christian heart. More than anything else represents the 
great object which Christ came this world accomplish, 
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and for which freely shed his precious blood. pic- 
tures the world its sin, its deep, dark, inveterate, 
wilful, chosen sin. tells six hundred millions 
heathen, utter ruin, bound hand and foot Satan, 
through various systems idolatry, and false religion. 
causes see how improbable their repentance under 
present influences, even when through unknown Saviour, 
repentance might avail. spreads before the glorious 
gospel the Son God the remedy divinely provided 
for this desperate condition disease, message hope 
the world, crowded with the truth which can alone 
move the masses the heathen repent and live. con- 
fronts with Christ’s solemn and explicit command 
preach this gospel every creature.” demands that 
shall obey this injunction and make obedience the great 
business life. Has the Christian church yet risen the 
magnitude this conception yet baptized with this 
spirit 
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INQUIRY ELLENDORF. TRANSLATED FROM THE 


Introduction. 


Romish bishops maintain that they have been con- 
stituted God for the supreme rule the church; that 
Christ the Lord has appointed them his vicegerents earth, 
and that they ought govern the church his stead. 

But there declaration, and nowhere any mention 


Ist Petrus Rom und Bischof der Rémischen Kiche gewesen. histor- 
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the Holy Scriptures transmission such dignity 
and power the Romish bishops, they have therefore at- 
tempted establish the following way Christ, be- 
yond all doubt, gave Peter the primacy above all the 
apostles, and appointed him the supreme head the 
This power and dignity his, Peter has transmit- 
ted the Romish bishops his successors and his heirs 
the Romish see.” 

Thus the question now regarded thrown over 
the domain tradition, and proceeds the supposition 
that Peter was bishop, and indeed the first bishop, Rome. 
the pretended primacy was given Peter the 
must first bishop before could have bishops for his 
successors, and make them heirs his primacy. 

Let now hear what brought forward from tradition 
Peter stood the head the church that was forming 
Jerusalem and the region around. But that year 
left Jerusalem and went Antioch, where founded 
church, and for seven years presided over bishop. 
After this period, and the second year the reign Clau- 
dius, 42, journeyed Rome, where vanquished 
Simon Magus, preached the gospel, founded 
and placed himself the head its bishop. 
such continued till 50, when Claudius banished the 
Jews from Rome. Peter was then obliged flee, and 


held and presided over the first council the occasion 
the controversy respecting the circumcision the Gentile 
Christians. went Antioch. During this time 
the emperor Claudius died, and Peter now returned through 
Asia Minor, where founded numerous churches, and across 
Sicily and Lower Italy Rome, which reached under 
Nero’s reign, and re-occupied his see. From Rome made 
many apostolic journeys into the countries the West 


That this not wholly beyond all doubt have shown Treatise 
den Primat der Kapitel the Primacy the Romish 
bishops. Chap 
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Gaul, and Britain, and even Spain and Africa, and every- 
where founded churches which assigned bishops from 
among his disciples. Finally was put death, together 
with Paul, Rome, and there buried, under the reign Ne- 
ro, (66, 67,69). Before his death appointed Linus 
his successor bishop Rome and the heir 
macy, which this way transmitted the Roman 
bishops.” 

This the pith and substance the tradition which, 
its foundation, rests the Primacy the Romish bishops 
thus has the Romish church, and thus for centuries have the 
most celebrated Roman Catholic theologians, Bellarmin, 
Baronius, Abraham Leo Allatius, Halloixius, 
Pagi, Natalis Alexander, Valesius, Pamelius, Feuardent, 
Lupus, and hundreds others maintained it, 
and their way proved and propounded irrefragable 
truth. This Tradition, which pillars the whole fabric 
the Roman Catholic church rests, they have strove sus- 
tain and uphold, well knowing that with their whole struc- 
ture goes down together. Hence this tradition, the course 
time, has received authority, and indeed, 
almost due form, elevated into dogma; attacks 
the Roman Catholic church are, the outset, declared 
impious, schismatic and heretical, subject punished and 
put down the several ecclesiastical penalties, while 
those made Protestants, the best, have been honored 
with notice individual learned Catholics only refute 
them; but general have been passed over, especially 
Rome, with contemptuous silence. 


Sources this tradition. 


inquire for the sources this tradition, the Holy 
Scriptures afford nothing but the bare facts that Peter 
ficiated apostle the church Jerusalem and per- 
haps presided over it; that there, 45, was put 
prison Herod; but, miraculously delivered, left the city 
betake himself another place; that was present 
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the council Jerusalem, (53), and soon after 


(Gal. ii.) was and that finally, according 


Pet. 13, wrote from Babylon the churches Asia 
Minor, which were founded him. see that here there. 
not the slightest reference found Peter’s being 
Rome. All that brings him contact with Rome belongs 
the purely historical, not the biblical tradition. 

The sources the historical tradition are two-fold, apoc- 
ryphal and true. former may well the oldest, will 
evident the course this investigation; they are from 
the second, third, and fourth centuries, and may regarded 
the special supports this tradition for their main pur- 
pose place Peter very early Rome, make him bishop 
the church there, and have him die there. This car- 
ried out even the minutest details. Here belong the 
siones Petri Pauli, falsely ascribed Linus, and Dio- 
nysius the Areopagite; the Acta Marcelli, biography 
the Life St. John Prochorus, one the seven 
the Recognitiones and Homilies St. Clement, 
pretended successor Peter, and his Letter James, 
which announces him Peter’s death; the Apostolical 
Constitutions, made pretended Clemens; the Liber 
Pontificialis, falsely attributed pope Damasus, 
these writings the Tradition originated, was developed and 
spun out, into the minutest particulars. Their authority, 
historical testimonies, good for nothing. 

evidently from turbid fountains, shall 
hereafter show, that Papias, Clemens Alexandria, Tertul- 
lian and Origen have drawn, prove Peter’s abode Rome; 
and them, too, may joined Dionysius Corinth. 
neus the first who names Peter with Paul founders 
the church Rome; that them both Linus was conse- 
crated first bishop Rome and first the third century, 
Stephen and Cyprian name Peter the first bishop 
Rome. But these accounts are very short and are, for the 
most part, only notices incidentally thrown in. 

The first detailed statement this tradition given 
Eusebius, who was bishop about 350. 
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says that when Simon Magus went from Palestine 
Rome, and there had led astray many persons, Peter, aroused 
the Holy Spirit, hastened after him. arrived Rome 
the second year the reign Claudius, 42; there 
vanquished Simon, preached the gospel, founded church, 
presided over bishop for twenty-five years, and suffered 
death under Nero, From Eusebius, Jerome took 
verbatim, from whom has flowed on, continued 
stream, through the church. Justin likewise relates the story 
Simon Magus Rome, but without any mention Peter. 
Peter’s abode Rome, the following fathers are per- 
fectly silent: Clemens Romanus, Ignatius, Polycarp, Justin, 
Hermas, and Hegesippus. 


The Question proposed. 


this state the authorities, nothing but foolish 
arrogance declare the examination respecting the truth 
the tradition Peter superfluous, indiscreet, altogether 
insulting the Romish, and injurious the whole church, 
which has long established that tradition true, cor- 
rect, and genuine historical one. Yet more: the dignity 
and importance the subject, the freedom historical in- 
vestigation, which must examine everything that lies within 
its sphere, demands that this investigation undertaken 
anew and carried out the attainment sure result 
possible. the tradition true, and, genuine his- 
torical one, sustained the most credible witnesses, the 
Romish church need not shrink from the examination. 
false, supported historical documents, then regard 
for truth demands that the falsehood exposed, and this 
tradition, with all that has been deduced from it, falls the 
ground. 

This investigation will here undertake will sub- 
ject the tradition relative Peter historico-critical ex- 
amination. lay hold the matter, were, the root, 
will concentrate this inquiry 
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are obliged answer this question the negative, 
need not discuss all the other points the tradi- 
tion; Peter’s Romish bishopric, the succession the popes 

the heirs this bishopric and primacy, all vanish them- 
selves into nothing. are obliged answer 
affirmative, then shall pass over the other poinis above 
mentioned. 


now propose, the basis the examination, the 
tradition Peter’s arrival Rome 42, and his 
twenty-five years’ bishopric there; and Was 
Peter Rome 42, 44, 45, and 46; was there 
been And are obliged deny this, then 
conclude that never was there. this purpose shall 
most carefully examine the Acts the Apostles,” then 
pass those Epistles Paul which wrote that 
time when (as claimed) Peter must been Rome, 
the Epistle the Romans, which were written from 
Rome, the Epistles the Ephesians, Philippians, Colos- 
sians, the Hebrews, Titus, and Philemon, 
and will examine whether these Epistles contain any 
shall then add the Epistles Peter, and especially the 
first one, and subject them similar examination. 

This concludes the First Part this work, which em- 
braces the sources. the Second Part shall 
examine the the fathers, whether they are au- 
thentic, probable, true, and from what sources they have 
been derived. shall here conclude with Origen and 
Cyprian, because may assumed certain, that the 
fathers from 250 on, have only transcribed what their 
predecessors had transmitted them. 


q 
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Opening the subject. 


now seek the key for answer the inquiry. 
Here naturally first comes the question for examination: 
round for fixed point support, find Gal. 
where Paul states that after his conversion did not 
immediately Jerusalem, the apostles, but first 
“went into Arabia and returned Damascus,” and 
“then after three years,” “went Jerusalem” see 
Peter, and with him fifteen days.” this journey 
also Luke speaks Acts this event succeed 
several others, the imprisonment Peter, which, co- 
inciding with the death Herod the fourth year the 
reign Claudius, can accurately determined. 

First all, therefore, have inquire when Paul was 
converted. fixed, then his journey see Peter Jeru- 
salem took place three years after; and historically 
certain Peter was Jerusalem 45, then the question 
once comes up, whether true that Peter, from that 
first visit Paul the second Claudius, was 
seven years bishop Antioch, and could that year have 
travelled Rome. 


The time Stephen’s death and Paul’s conversion. 


Paul’s conversion followed after Stephen’s death. 
will therefore first examine when this took place. Accord- 
ing Baronius, Bellarmin, Natalis, occurred shortly 
after the Pentecost; the furthest placed eight months 
afterwards. 

But this not taken for granted. The Acts the 
Apostles the only authority from which can here ar- 
rive decision. Stephen’s death nar- 
rated Acts vii. But how many events transpired before, 
which cannot crowded into the space eight months 
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There are, first, the many miracles which the apostles 
wrought Jerusalem (Acts 2:43). ‘They thus gradually 
filled the neighboring regions with their fame, that there 
came multitude out the cities round about unto Jerusa- 
lem, bringing sick folks and them which were vexed with un- 
clean spirits, and they were healed every one” 16). 

Luke makes several pauses interruptions the nar- 
ration, which allow infer long separation the 
currences 

chapter ii. relates the descent the Holy Spirit 
the founding the church. From verse now de- 
scribes its life And they continued steadfastly the apos- 
tles’ doctrine and fellowship, and breaking bread, and 
prayers. And fear came upon every soul; and many won- 
ders and signs were done the all that be- 
lieved were together, and had all things common; and sold 
their possessions and and them all men, 
every man had need. And they continuing daily with one 
accord the temple, and breaking from house 
house, did eat their meat with gladness and singleness 
heart, praising God, and having favor with all the people. 
And the Lord the church daily such should 
saved.” 

the chapter Luke goes further sketch the 
growth the church and the miracles the 
went into the temple,” follows the healing the 
lame man. 

From the word used, once” (English Tr., now”), 
might conclude that the event stood very near con- 
nection with the foregoing. This yet more evident from 
the fact that, the time the healing the lame man, 
Caiaphas was longer high-priest, but Annas, before whom 
the Apostles were brought (Acts 3:6). now too sup- 
pose that Annas succeeded Caiaphas immediately his of- 
fice high-priest supposition which, indeed, not neces- 
sary), then clear that the healing the lame man did not 
take place directly after the Pentecost, but the next year. 


1858.] Was Peter Rome, and Bishop the Church? 577 


Luke now, with new interruption, goes sketch the 
life internal condition the church. Especially here 
sets forth that they who believed sold their property, and 
even their houses and lands,” and paid over the money 
the apostles. From Acts 36, see that foreigners also, 
fellow-members, for example Joseph the Levite from Cy- 
prus, sold their more distant possessions their own country, 
and paid over the money. Nothing more certain than 
that measure vigorously carried out large scale, 
church many could not executed few 
months required years; sell houses and lands, 
especially distant countries, such numbers, and collect 
the money, cannot done few months. 

chapter Luke gives the history Ananias and Sap- 
phira immediate connection with the foregoing. After- 
ward follows new interruption, which the growth the 
church (verse 14), the further numerous miracles the apos- 
tles, their wide-spread fame, the streaming the inhab- 
itants the regions round about Jerusalem, are men- 
tioned. follows (verse and on) the imprisonment 
the apostles the Sadducees, and their wondrous deliv- 
erance from prison. 

From chapter vi. evident that the church was grown 
large that the apostles could more attend upon its do- 
mestic economy. Simply for the care the widows, the 
seven deacons were now chosen. nothing more than 
this circumstance, the magnitude the church evidenced, 
whose growth such extent was certainly not the work 
few months, particularly among the Jews 
Jerusalem. 

Among the seven deacons was Stephen. describes 
his death chapter vii. The idea that was put death 
immediately after his consecration office, the highest 
degree arbitrary and has everything against it. Let see: 

Luke, after his account the choice deacons, makes 
new break (Acts 7): And the word God increased, and 


Acts the healing the lame man there were added once 
members 5000 men. 


578 Was Peter Rome, and Bishop the Church? 


the number the disciples multiplied Jerusalem greatly; 
and great company the priests were obedient the 
faith.” 

This, surely, did not take place few weeks. Luke, 
with interruption, now passes over Stephen. 
“Stephen,” states, “did great wonders and miracles 
among the and thus excited the hatred the Jews. 
This too was not, certainly, the work few days 
indeed, series public addresses may have pre- 
ceded it. 

After this narration events, one can object our 
suming, that from the Pentecost Stephen’s death, some 
years least must have elapsed, and that Stephen was not 
put death before 36, though may not agree 
with the opinion the Alexandrian Chronicle, according 
which died the /irst the reign Claudius, and 

Stephen’s death appears have been the beginning 
the great persecutions the Christians the Jews. Luke 
mentions this Acts 8:1, and yet more clearly verse Now 
know from Tacitus (Annals ii. 85), Suetonius (in Tib. 
36), and Josephus (xviii. 5), that the emperor Tiberius 
was the declared enemy the Jews, while the contrary, 
Tertullian says, showed friendly feeling towards the 
Christians, account his high veneration for 
cannot, therefore, properly supposed, that allowed the 
Jews not only Jerusalem and Palestine, but also Syria, 
Damascus, rage Luke describes. Hence 
justly conclude that the persecution the Christians, 
which Paul was furious, did not take place under the 
reign Tiberius, and not before 37; for was 
this year that Tiberius died. As, according Luke’s ac- 
count (Acts 1), Saul began his persecution the Chris- 
tians directly after Stephen’s death, also conclude 
Stephen’s death, the earliest period, may have taken place 
the close 37. How long, now, was Paul’s 


Tertullian says: Tiberium comminatum fuisse periculum accu- 
satoribus Christianorum, annuntiata sibi Syria Palestina. 
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conversion? generally assumed that Paul’s conversion 
was immediately after Stephen’s death. But might not 
have been so. Let see: 

Luke says (Acts 3): “Saul made great havoc the 
church, entering into every house and haling men and 
women, committed them prison.” This kind persecu- 
tion, against large company, great city Jeru- 
salem was, demands period some length. 

Luke now relates how, during this fury Chris- 
tians, fleeing before him from Jerusalem, were scattered 
abroad Samaria how Philip founded church Sa- 
maria how Peter and John, the direction the apos- 
tles, went there, imparted the Holy Spirit the baptized, 
and then returned Jerusalem how Philip, having come 
Gaza, there converted the eunuch queen Candace 
Ethiopia, and afterward going about, preached the gos- 
pel, and finally came Cesarea. That all this took place 
during the persecution Saul, evident from Acts 
where Luke, returning Saul, says: And Saul yet (Gr. 
ért) breathing out threatenings and slaughter, went the 
high-priest and desired him letters Damascus,” etc. 

Therefore after had first satiated his rage against the 
Christians Jerusalem, after considerable time, 
which the events mentioned chapter viii. had occurred, 
Saul began his journey Damascus. his way, was 
converted the Lord. This event could not, therefore, well 
have taken place before 39. 

Some other striking points here deserve consideration 

When Saul was present the murder Stephen, 
was young man. While youth, states, was 
scholar Gamaliel. Now since Gamaliel, evident 
from Acts vi., was decided opposer all persecutions 
the disciples and their followers, plain that Saul, when 
began rage against the Christians, had not been, for 
some time past, pupil Gamaliel. 

could not have been very young that time. 
say nothing the fact that Ananias, Acts 13, calls 
him man, not probable that the high-priest would have 
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entrusted such weighty and extended authority the hands 
mere youth. The word used Luke (Gr. veaviav) must 
therefore designate man. 

Luke relates that Paul, after his first journey Jerusa- 
lem, which undertook three years after his conversion, 
Gal. went Tarsus (Acts 30). Thence Barnabas 
brought him Antioch, where remained year (Acts 11: 
25, 26). During this abode there, went with Barnabas 
Jerusalem, carry thither the alms the church Anti- 
och, verse 30. This journey took place the time the 
imprisonment Peter Herod (as shall hereafter see), 
during which, Paul and Barnabas were Jerusalem (Acts 
12: 25); and since this imprisonment was (as 
shall and show), the journey was this year, 
Should now assume, with Baronius and Natalis Alex- 
ander, that Paul was already converted 34, and 
for the first time went Jerusalem 38, and thence 
travelled Tarsus, must also assume, that from 
och, six seven years, Paul had sat down inactive 
Tarsus; supposition which reasonable person will 
make. Paul’s conversion placed 39, then 
his first journey Jerusalem was 42, the same year 
which went Tarsus, whence Barnabas brought him 
Antioch 44, and thence they went Jerusalem 
45, and were there during Peter’s imprisonment. 
Thus everything harmonizes admirably. Therefore Paul’s 
conversion was not before 39.! 


For the first supposition the possibility gained that Peter might have 
travelled Antioch 38, yet from this possibility the reality such 
journey means and as, according those well-known views 
which rest the statements Eusebius, Peter must have gone Jerusalem 
the second year Claudius, 42, the seven years his pre- 
tended bishopric Antioch can wise deduced therefrom. Besides, 
that pretended journey Antioch clearly fiction that throughout con- 
tradicts the Holy Scriptures, shall hereafter see. 
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have now obtained basis for the investigation. 
the first chapter the Epistle the Galatians, Paul says 
that three years after his conversion he, for the first time, 
went Jerusalem show himself the apostles, and 
especially Peter. This journey Luke also relates Acts 
fore the above named year, Peter had not yet gone away 
from Jerusalem; the care the church fixed him continu- 
ously this central point the Christian church. now 
proceed further 

Directly after Paul’s departure from Jerusalem (Acts 
—30), Luke goes on, vs. “then had the churches rest 
throughout all Judea, and Galilee, and Samaria, and were edi- 
and walking the fear the Lord, and the comfort 
the Holy Ghost, were multiplied. And came pass, 
Peter passed throughout all quarters, came down also 
the saints which dwelt journey, there- 
fore,embraced the three countries Judea, Samaria, and 
Galilee, i.e. the whole Palestine the Jordan. 
find the apostle Lydda, verse 32, where healed 
neas; then Joppa, where raised from 
thedead. Here “he tarried many days,” and consequence 
received, with number others, into the Christian fellow- 
take into view the considerable extent the provinces 
over which Peter travelled, and his frequent long abode 
particular cities, for example Joppa, must sup- 
pose that this journey required least whole year, and 
that therefore Peter could not have returned Jerusalem 
(Acts 11: 1), before the end Here, find 
him 45. For the 12th chapter Luke relates the 
killing James, and Peter’s imprisonment king Herod, 
Herod’s departure for directly after Peter’s deliver- 
ance, and his sudden death there, which, well known, 
occurred the fourth year Claudius, and 45. 


Therefore 45, Peter had not yet come Antioch, 
—to say nothing his coming Rome; had not even 
crossed the boundaries Palestine. opinion, then, that 
Peter went Rome the second year Claudius, 
place Paul’s conversion and allow that Peter 
was seven years bishop Antioch; for, even then, could 
not have gone Rome before 44. 


Was Peter Bishop Antioch 


have proved that did not come out Palestine 
How could he, now, have been bishop 
Antioch since 37, and Rome since Pe- 
ter’s bishopric Antioch belongs, all events, the 
idle fables which ambition credulity have in- 
vented. Let examine more closely 

have seen that, during the persecution Saul, the 
gospel was first preached beyond Jerusalem the disciples 
abroad, and especially Philip and indeed, ac- 
Acts 31, likewise find churches Galilee, 
and Peter, too, had already gone there. have seen, also, 
that this journey lasted least year. According the 
view Bellarmin, Baronius, and Natalis Alexander (who 
place Peter’s departure Antioch 38, and certainly 
after the completion this circuit), those numerous churches 
were already founded 37, within three years. 

Now the progress could not well have been rapid, 
especially among the Jews. Besides, this too con- 
sidered: Peter, after that circuit, returned again Jerusalem 
(Acts 11:2). How these writers know that took jour- 
their 

The preaching the gospel the Jews held the first 
place; not till afterwards, came the 
this circuit, which followed Paul’s first visit Jerusalem 
(and hence, according the view these authors, first 
38), was revealed Peter that the gospel must like- 


Was Peter Rome, and Bishop the Church? 583 


wise preached the Gentiles. The Jewish Christians 
took ill Peter that had baptized Cornelius (Acts 11: 
Can now suppose that Peter already, 38, 
had left Palestine, the Jews, and turned the Gentiles 
who preéminently was the apostle the 
circumcision? believe that such supposition desti- 
tute any foundation. 

The church Antioch was formed Gentile Chris- 
tians, are expressly told Acts 11:19, 20. did not, 
therefore, belong the circle Peter’s calling. Besides, 
was not founded all Peter: Acts 11: 19, 
related: Now they which were scattered abroad upon the 
persecution about Stephen, travelled far 
Phenice, and Cyprus, and Antioch, preaching the word 
none but Jews only. And some them were men Cy- 
prus and Cyrene, which, when they were come Antioch, 
spake unto the Grecians, preaching the Lord Jesus. And the 
hand the Lord was with them, and great number be- 
lieved and turned unto the Lord.” There mention 
all Peter. expressly said, men Cyprus and Cy- 
and therefore not Peter, had first preached the gospel 
Antioch. 

this church (the founding which took place, accord- 
cause happened soon after Stephen’s death, placed them 
the church Jerusalem, Luke states Acts 11: 
22, ete. sent, not Peter, but Barnabas. (Barnabas), then, 
was the proper founder and organizer the church An- 
and not Peter. 

And those days,” Luke directly proceeds say, 
“came prophets from Jerusalem Antioch.” And among 
them was Agabus (verses 27, 28). Would Luke, who men- 
tions the these prophets, have omitted mention 
the arrival Peter happening, pretended, precisely this 
time, the man who founded the church Antioch, and had 
set his first Episcopal chair? trust that one 
will admit absurd opinion. 


Now Luke further relates, immediately after, verse 28, 
that Agabus that time foretold famine, which came 
pass the days Claudius Cesar.” Hereupon, ac- 
count the famine which followed, the Christians Anti- 
och sent alms those Jerusalem the hands Barna- 
bas and Paul (ver. 29, Baronius places this famine 
the second year Claudius, and 42, relying, 
his authority, Dion Cassius, Lib. ix. 
since, now, the sojourn Paul and Barnabas Jerusalem 
(as evident from Acts 11: and 12: 25) was precisely 
the time when Peter was shut prison 
Baronius himself must admit that Peter was Jerusalem 
42, and therefore had not yet acted bishop An- 
tioch. 

now advance further: After Luke had mentioned 
the return Paul and Barnabas Antioch, Acts 11: 25, 
goes immediately, there were the church 
that was Antioch, certain prophets, and teachers 
nabas, and Simeon that was called Niger, and Lucius Cy- 
rene, and Manaen, which had been brought with Herod 
the tetrarch, and Saul. they ministered the Lord, and 
fasted, the Holy Ghost said, Separate Barnabas and 
Saul, for the work whereunto have calledthem.” 
after, verse the journey Paul and Barnabas among the 
Gentiles mentioned. 

Whether, with Baronius and Natalis Alexander, place 
evident that Peter was not Antioch, else Luke must have 
named him among those teachers and prophets who, the 
impulse the Holy Spirit, sent away Paul and Barnabas 
and the more too, since he, bishop, must have held the 
first place among them. 

see, therefore, that even case Paul’s conversion 
placed 34, yet time can gained for Peter’s 
being bishop Antioch, say nothing six seven 


Luke, Acts mentions Paul and Barnabas’s arrival Jerusalem, 
and Acts 12: 1—19, relates Peter’s imprisonment and deliverance, and then 
verse 25th, the return Paul and Barnabas Antioch. 
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years’ office, and that this pure fiction. For, according 
this reckoning, Paul’s visit Peter occurred 37; 
Peter’s circuit Palestine, 38; and, the same 
year, the founding the church Antioch (Acts 11:19), 
which not Peter but Barnabas was sent, 39, who 
first while Antioch without Paul for com- 
panion (Acts 11: 22—24); then brought Saul from Tarsus, 
ver. 20, 26, remained year with him Antioch, 
and, according the view those authors, 
travelled with Paul Jerusalem, verse 30, where 
they were present during Peter’s imprisonment (Acts 12: 
and 25). (as, our reckoning above, must do) 
place Paul’s conversion 38, then that idea 
Peter’s bishopric nothing but folly. For then Paul’s 
first visit Peter would take place 41, and Peter’s 
circuit Palestine 42, which year those authors 
place his departure Rome.! 

specimen the arbitrariness and superficial way 
which the Ultramontanists, and even the most celebrated 
them work when they are aiming attain their ob- 
ject, will examine more closely the method proof 
adopted Baronius and Natalis Alexander 

Baronius, establish apparent ground for Peter’s 
bishopric Antioch, maintains that, the above-mentioned 
circuit, came Antioch, and there founded church and 
placed himself bishop its head although Luke, 
have shown above, limits that circuit expressly Judea, Sa- 
maria, and Galilee, and ascribes the founding the church 
Antioch the men Cyprus and Cyrene, scattered 
abroad precisely this time, and Barnabas and Paul. 


absolutely untenable because cannot harmonized with the Acts the 
Apostles, the very learned Jesuit Halloixius admits the life Ignatius, Vol. 
“SiS. Petrus,” says, ante haec tempora fuisset Antiochae, ibique 
ecclesiam fundasset, sedemque suam statuisset, Lucas capite XI. actorum 
facta proxime Petri mentione non tantum viris illis Cypriis Cyre- 
nacis (i. those who first preached the Gospel Antioch), “sed multo 
magis Petro, quidem tamdiu ibi fuisset, jam tum haberetur Antiochenus 
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Natalis Alexander makes out badly, and even worse 
First, truly ridiculous course argument attempts 
prove that Paul’s conversion took place 34, and 
his visit Peter then maintains, without 
adducing the slightest proof reason, that Peter left Jerusa- 
lem immediately after this visit and went Antioch, though 
Luke states precisely the contrary (Acts etc., x., 
indeed attempts proof, but cannot called. 
Saint Leo,” says,? “writes his letter Anatolius, 
that the name Christians first arose the Church An- 
tioch through the preaching Peter. But this could not 
true, unless Peter came there the same year which Paul 
reached there, when indeed ‘the disciples were first called 

Christians Antioch.” Such nonsense from the pen 
the learned Natalis 

The second journey St. Paul Jerusalem,” goes 
on, “which made with Barnabas, during the famine 
prophesied Agabus, which time Peter also was put 
prison, took place the eleventh year after the crucifixion 
clear that between Paul’s first and second journeys Je- 
there are seven years, five full years and the first 
and seventh incomplete. These seven years Peter must 
have spent Antioch.” 

remarkable that Natalis should not once have known 
what might have learned from any Chronological Outlines, 
the fact that this second ‘year Claudius, who came the 
empire 41, after Caligula’s death, and 
that, further, this second year has placed Peter’s im- 
prisonment, which belongs the fourth year Claudius. 
there were nine years for Peter’s bishopric Antioch. 

But Natalis does still worse, page 176, col. 2.: “St. Pe- 
ter,” says, the church Antioch the last 
year Tiberius, 37, the fourth after the death 


Dissert. XIII. edit. Ferrariae, fol. 172, col. the close. 

the last lines and beginning 173. 

After the second visit Peter may have directly left Jerusalem and gone 
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Christ, Eusebius and the Alexandrine Chronicle testify 
but appears have established there only church the 
Jews, and not the Gentiles. For the gospel was first 
preached the Gentiles that city some time after, the 
disciples who shared the persecution which Stephen, 
the first martyr, was stoned (Acts xi.). But the report this 
(namely, that many the Gentiles had received the faith) 
came the ears the church Jerusalem, and they sent 
Barnabas Antioch, and great multitude were converted 
the Lord. Barnabas Tarsus seek for Saul; and 
when had found him, brought him Antioch, and 
both remained whole year with the church there. After 
this year had passed, they bore alms Jerusalem the 
time the famine prophesied Agabus. this time, 
Herod cast St. Peter into prison.” 

see what trash these otherwise worthy men wander 
after, when they give themselves their party prejudices. 
Therefore already, 37, Peter must have founded 
church Antioch, one indeed Jewish Christians, and this 
before those scattered abroad the persecution Paul 
(Acts xi.) had come Antioch! Such fables must hung 
upon the Acts the Apostles, merely satisfy the whims 
the Ultramontanists. 

And now what contradictions these This same Na- 
talis who, page 176 his work, rates Calvin dicta- 
torially because placed Paul’s conversion 36, 
and who, almost with violence, refers back 34, 
here places the persecution which Stephen was put 
death (and which was before the conversion Paul) year 
before the second journey Paul Jerusalem, during the 
famine predicted Agabus and Peter’s imprisonment, 


Origin the story Peter’s bishopric Antioch— Old 
Witnesses 


very early date, ambition had already crept into the 
Christian church. the time when the dignity metro- 
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politan, primate, and patriarch were formed, everything was 
sought out which might lend them authority and impart 
them honor. this period especially belongs the tracing 
back the origin church office particular apos- 
tle. general, their endeavors were directed 
the two most celebrated and well known, Peter and Paul. 
And since the third century, which the above-men- 
tioned degrees rank the episcopate were formed, the 
Romish church, which was the account the pre- 
eminence the city, make Peter their founder 
the two other churches which, next rank, 
vied with the Romish, viz. those Antioch and Alexandria, 
likewise sought prove Peter their founder, which they 
might hope succeed as, according Galatians ii., was 
once actually Antioch. But was not till the fourth 
century that pretension which made Peter founder and 
first bishop Antioch the face Acts 11: 19, could 
actually succeed for, that time the feeling for his- 
toric criticism was great that could not 

Let now look the testimony which the Ultra- 
montanists sustain themselves; and here Natalis Alexander, 
evidently one the most sound and learned, shall serve 
the source 177, quotes these 
passages: 

Ignatii, ep. 12, Antiochaenos Mementote Evo- 
dii beatissimi patris vestri, gui primus post apostolos guber- 
nacula softitus est Remember your most 
blessed father Euodius, whom first after the apostles, was 
allotted the government your letter 
interpolated one. admits it. Besides, there 
this passage nothing Peter says nothing else than that 
was the first bishop Antioch. 

Eusebius, Porro Evodius primus fuit Anti- 
Episcopus, secundus Ignatius, qui illis temporibus 
multum hominum sermonibus celebratus fuit Moreover 
Euodius was the first bishop of. Antioch, Ignatius the second, 
who was greatly celebrated that time the discourses 
men.” Here nothing Peter; indeed naming Euo- 
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dius the first bishop Antioch, decidedly denies that 
Peter was the first bishop there. 

tius post Petrum apostolum episcopus Ignatius, the third 
bishop the church Antioch after the apostle Peter.” 
Here then, for the first time, Peter makes his appearance 
bishop Antioch. Jerome wrote after 400. 

Chrysostomus, homil. Laudibus Ignatii: Igna- 
tius Petro episcopatus dignitate successit. Nam ut, 
quis fundamentis magnum lapidem eruat, alterum pa- 
rem ejus loco conatur constituere; alioqui totum edifi- 
cium labascet corruet; ita, cum Petrus Antiochia esset 
discessurus, Petro parem gratia Spir- 
itus substituit, inchoata jam edificatio successoris con- 
temtu debilior fieret Ignatius succeeded St. Peter the 
dignity the episcopate. For, any one tear away 
mighty stone from the foundations, endeavors place 
another equal its place; otherwise the whole fabric 
may slide and fall ruin so, when the apostle Peter left 
Antioch, the Spirit graciously substituted another teacher 
equal Peter, lest the begun building should weakened 
from contempt the successor.” Chrysostom writes this 
presbyter Antioch. With him not Euodius but 
Ignatius who the first successor Peter. With little 
firmness does the succession stand. 


what inconsistencies bald Ultramontanism conducts even otherwise able 
men, single example may show. 

have seen, that some make not Euodius but Ignatius the first bishop 
Antioch. harmonize the two accounts, Natalis, 177, col. says: From 
this indeed understood that St. Ignatius was ordained bishop Antioch 
St. Peter, that might discharge the Episcopal office that city for time, but 
not his death. That may assert this, infer from conjecture which 
draw from Book VII. the Apostolical Constitutions, though know they are 
not altogether unquestionable. They are decidedly spurious, and belong the 
fifth century. read there, 46, Euodius was created bishop Antioch 
St. Peter and Ignatius, St. Paul. not indeed one after another, but the same 
time. Which, indeed, conjecture, was then done when the dissension was excited 
among the believers who were the circumcision and those who had come 
the faith from the Gentiles. Then the remedy was applied, that long this 
state things existed both should have see Antioch, and one them should 
preside over those the circumcision, but the other over those who should come 
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Theodoret, dialogo: Immutabilis; illo enim Ig- 
natio omnino audisti, qui per magni Petri 
catum, You have heard concerning that Igna- 
tius who received the pontificate the hand the great 
Peter.” 

Felix Ep. zenon. imperat.: Ignatium dextera 
Petri esse ordinatum Antiochene sedis episcopum Igna- 
tius was ordained bishop the see Antioch the hand 
Peter.” 

Conc. Rom. sub Damaro: Tertia vero sedes apud An- 
tiochiam apostoli Petri habetur honorabilis, quod illam 
primitus Romam venit, habitavit, illic 
men Christianum gentis exortum est The third 
see, Antioch, regarded honored through the apostle 
Peter, because before came Rome occupied it, and 
there first the name Christian, new nation, had its ori- 
gin.” 

Leo, Serm. nat. apost.: Jam Antiochenam, 
Petre, ecclesiam, ubi- primum Christiani nominis dignitas 
exorta est, fundaveras Thou hast now, blessed Peter, 
founded the church Antioch, where first arose the dignity 
the Christian name.” 

qua septem annis quamvis discessurus sedit Peter 
established the see which sat for seven years, though 
was leave it.” 

see what the weight these testimonies just 
nothing all; they are from the fifth, sixth, and seventh 
centuries. bishopric Antioch shown be, 
all respects, fable. 


into the church from the Gentiles. But that wall division being length 
removed and both parties united into one assembly, there was longer need 
two, but one bishop only. Then Euodius remained that sacred office, 
whom willingly yielded Clemens did Linus the church 
Rome. such nonsense, yea, the invention schism the church 
the apostles, these men have recourse order confirm their fables. 
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10. Time the Council Jerusalem. 


proceed with our investigations respecting Peter’s 
abode. have seen above, that Peter, about 
45, when Herod put him prison Jerusalem, had not left 
Palestine. will now see where was from this time 
onward. 

Luke indeed relates, that Peter same night when 
was freed from prison angel, left Jerusalem (Acts 12: 
17) And departed and went into another place but 
this not said that Rome. this had been 
the case, Luke would certainly have mentioned it; indeed 
would have said went another country another 
place indicates only journey another city the neigh- 
borhood Jerusalem. may then properly suppose that 
Peter, having from fear Herod left Jerusalem, betook him- 
self another city Palestine, which lay that portion 
not under Herod’s sway. And since Herod, Luke relates 
(Acts 12: 20—23), immediately after died no- 
thing prevents from supposing that Peter returned again 
Jerusalem, the centre his activity hitherto. This 
probable, also, even case that Peter had intended leave 
Palestine and Rome. Such journey, too, could 
not enter before 46, nor complete before 47. 
But Peter certainly had not, that time, undertaken this 
journey. the first place Luke says nothing this jour- 
ney; and, though occupied from 45, after chapter 
mainly with Paul, and silent Peter, yet from 
this silence journey Rome cannot indeed deduced, 
chapter xv. introduces Peter member the 
church Jerusalem. now look further: 

Although cannot ascertained when Claudius forbade 
the Jews admission Rome (Suet. Claud., Acts 18: 2), 
yet may supposed that took place the first year 
his reign. And even assume, with Baronius and Na- 
talis, that this prohibition was the ninth year Claudius, 
yet would only allow two-years’ abode Rome, 


sumed. 

From Galatians and many other passages Scrip- 
ture, evident that the preaching the gospel among the 
Jews was especially entrusted Peter, that preaching 
the Gentiles was Paul. Both Peter’s Epistles 
are directed churches which had formed Jews 
Asia Minor. accordance with this his special calling, 
Peter was particularly pointed the East; for here dwelt 
the Jews: first, Palestine; then, Syria, Mesopotamia, 
Babylonia, Media, Parthia, Egypt, and evi- 
dent from Acts 2:10,11. Now Peter had just turned the 
had not yet passed out over the boundaries Palestine. 
How can then suppose, that wholly leaving aside and 
neglecting the other numberless Jews the East, had 
turned himself immediately the West, Rome, the seat 
the Gentiles, where there were hardly any Jews (for was 
first after the destruction Jerusalem that they spread 
themselves large numbers the West)? would, all 
events, strange if, merely support the Ultramontanist 
fable Peter’s twenty-five years’ bishopric Rome, 
say nothing the Holy Scriptures and the oldest fathers, 
any one should assume that Peter had, the very outset, 
become untrue his calling labor the East, among 
Jews, where the harvest was great, and turned the 
Gentiles, whose apostle Paul preéminently any one 
(for which there absolutely reason) will make Peter 
actually take his departure from Jerusalem and Palestine 
46, why should exactly then journey 
Rome, which journey the oldest and most certain sources 
authority mention nothing, and not the East, where 
find the Babylon from which Peter’s first Epistle dated; 
Asia Minor, where were many churches whom Peter 
addressed his Why must he, might say, per 
force travel off Rome 

But can pass silence over this journey which, 
least for the time named, has never risen above the rank 
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groundless hypothesis. find Peter still Jerusa- 
lem (Acts xii.), makes his appearance again 
here chapter and the council which the apostles 
here held reference the circumcision the Gentile 
Christians. council find, once more, all the apostles 
together; afterward, never again: proof that Jerusalem 
hitherto had been the central point which they always re- 
turned (as did also Paul) from their excursions into neigh- 
boring regions, and which they now appear have defini- 
tively left order scatter themselves abroad the whole 
world. hence conclude that Peter also, this time, 
had not left the churches Palestine. Why should sup- 
pose journey Rome, which authority makes any 
How could he, then, again Jerusalem the 
time the council 

But Bellarmin, Baronius, Natalis Alexander, know 
They say that precisely then Claudius had 
banished the Jews from Rome, and this account Peter re- 
turned back Palestine. But where does this stand writ- 
ten? What authority has transmitted tous? no- 
thing but empty, airy opinion these men. And now 
granting that this edict the emperor was issued precisely 
before that time the council Jerusalem, what then jus- 
tifies concluding that caused Peter flee from Rome, 
from fear men, leave his church and untrue 
his calling? Who can say that the edict affected him, 
was not Jew but Christian, and such presented the 
former remarkable contrast? And though had now 
left Rome, why must he, precisely then, return directly back 
Had then convened that council, Na- 
talis would have it, was called common agreement 
the apostles, which Peter likewise took part? or, 
finally, had its occasion the controversy between the 
Gentile and Jewish Christians Antioch (Acts 15:1, 2), 
had they advised Peter thence and enabled him leave It- 
aly and hasten Jerusalem the council?! all these 


This could not be, there would not time for Peter receive the mes- 
sage and make the journey from Rome, after the arrival Paul and Barna- 
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hypotheses, not one supported authoritative testimony. 
Luke simply says (Acts And certain men which 
came down from Judea, taught the brethren, and said, Ex- 
cept circumcised after the manner Moses, can- 
not saved. therefore Paul and Barnabas had 
small dissension and disputation with them, they determined 
that Paul and Barnabas, and certain other them, should 
Jerusalem unto the apostles and elders about this 
question.” 

see that this mission followed soon after the be- 
ginning the dissension. was sent the apostles Je- 
rusalem the expression used indicates that they were, the 
greater part them, Jerusalem. Indeed authorizes 
conclude, that this time Jerusalem was, among all, 
the supposed and well-known place abode the apostles. 
The council was held. Peter was present 
his return from the mentioned; what hin- 
ders from supposing that this time never had 
gone thither? Indeed, the circumstance that Peter and 
James are introduced the only speakers, and are repre- 
sented the principal persons the council, allows 
conclude that they had hitherto, especially pre- 
sided over the church Jerusalem, that time the centre 
all, and therefore they had remained Jerusalem. 
James certain, and Peter may taken for granted. 

Now the main question is: When was this council? 
For this, Paul’s Epistle the Galatians gives the key. 
Paul states there (Gal. 18), that three years after his con- 
version went Jerusalem, for the time, meet 
the apostles; which journey Luke relates (Acts 26, etc.). 
Gal. 2:1, Paul Then fourteen years after, went 
again Jerusalem, with Barnabas, and took Titus with me.” 
That this was the journey which Luke relates Acts, chap. 
xv., evident enough from Gal. and will de- 
nied one. 

The time the council, therefore, accurately de- 


bas Jerusalem, which gave rise the Council, evident from Luke’s 
account, and which was immediately 
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fined after the time the conversion Paul. If, with 
Natalis Alexander, Baronius, etc., place this 34, 
then the council falls 51, according those 
fourteen years Gal. are reckoned from Paul’s conver- 
sion from his first journey; place this (Paul’s con- 
version), have done, 39, then the council 
(according the different reckoning that fourteen years) 
plainly too late. ‘Therefore assume without doubt, that 
those fourteen years are counted from Paul’s conver- 
sion, and not from his first visit Jerusalem. reason 
for this, may justly claimed, that reckoning those four- 
teen years from the first visit onward, there would not re- 
main sufficient material, from Paul’s life, fill such 
succession years. For Paul did not stay long Tarsus, 
and afterward abode one year Antioch (Acts 11: 26). 
45, returned with Barnabas and Mark from Jeru- 
salem (Acts 12: 35), and, not long after, they seem have 
entered their travels Cyprus and Asia Minor. 
must therefore, order fill these fourteen years, either 
suppose that Paul spent five six years idly Tarsus (and 
this contrary the fact that Barnabas brought him thence 
soon after his arrival Antioch, which, according Acts 
11: 19, 22, occurred not long after Paul’s conversion), or, 
reckon for his first mission Asia more than five years, 
which evidently too much. For this journey embraced 
merely Cyprus, Pamphylia, and the southern part Lycao- 
nia (Acts xiii. and xiv.), tract country which, all, 
not over thousand German square about three 
thousand English square miles. lay the route from 
Perga (where Paul and Barnabas landed), through Antioch 
Pisidia Lystra, Iconium and Derbe 13: 13, 14, 51. 
14: 19), only few cities and they returned back 
again Perga, through the same places (Acts 14: 20), and af- 
terwards sailed from Attalia, which was that vicinity, 
again Antioch and Syria. take into consideration 
that their journey Derbe they stayed only few days 
the principal places, namely Antioch Pisidia one 
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week, Iconium not more than some and that 
they removed not far from the main roads, can hardly 
allow more than two years for this journey. 

Considering all this, evident that must reckon 
those fourteen years from Paul’s conversion, and not from his 
visit Jerusalem. Paul’s conversion occurred, 
have proved above, 39, then the Council Je- 
therefore, Peter had not gone that main- 
tained this journey Rome, not above mere story 
fiction, the bottom which there lies nothing solid. 


11. Peter Antioch. 


After the Council Jerusalem (a. 53), Paul and Bar- 
nabas went back Antioch (Acts 15: 35, Paul also 
and Barnabas continued Antioch, teaching and preaching 
the word the Lord, with many others also. And some 
days after, Paul said unto Barnabas, Let again and 
visit our brethren, every city where have preached the 
word the Lord, and see how they do.” During this abode 
Paul Antioch, Peter also came there, shown Gal. 
2:11. This journey occurred after the council, clear 
from the subsequent context the second 


This appears made out, and will here briefly give the proof. Paul 
says (Gal. etc.), that made this his journey Jerusalem the Council 
with had brought him with him from Asia Minor after had con- 
verted him from heathenism. Paul went Jerusalem his first 
return from Asia Minor. Verse 3rd, states that Titus was not compelled 
circumcised, but that had withstand false heathen who came 
spy out their liberty Christ. verse 2nd had stated, that came 
Jerusalem order communicate the Gospel privately them who were repu- 
tation which had preached the Gentiles. With these men reputation, 
among whom names James, Peter, and John, came understanding, 
and was acknowledged them Apostle the Gentiles. Verses and 11, 
they would that should remember the poor; the same which also 
was forward do. But when Peter was come Antioch, withstood him 
the face, because was blamed.” see this coming Peter An- 
tioch took place first after the Council. cannot, therefore, agree with our ex- 
cellent Hug, who places before this Council, indeed, immediately after 
imprisonment. that time, when Paul had not approved himself Apostle 
the Gentiles, would scarcely have ventured bold resistance against 
Peter. 
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now Peter went not directly Antioch with Paul, but fol- 
lowed him there later, appears that his abode there 
was protracted till 54. 

after this time Luke further mentions Peter’s abode, 
either Palestine Jerusalem, although Acts 21: 17, 
18, there was pressing occasion for case Peter had 
stayed there; conclude that travelled from Anti- 
och the East, preach the gospel the Jews the dis- 
persion. ‘That, moreover, did not then Rome, 
will now prove. 


12. Peter, after his journey from Antioch. 


had not come out Palestine and Syria, then the 
opinion that went Rome immediately after, once 
falls away nothing. Pagi and Stolberg (Religionsge- 
schichte—History Religions, vol. vi.), influenced the 
reasons which the Holy Scriptures present, and which 
have explained above, regard Peter’s departure from Syria 
and Palestine following first after the Council, and agree- 
able Lactantius, make him come Rome the begin- 
ning the reign Nero, and therefore and ac- 
cordingly assume that journeyed there directly from 
tioch. 

But this cannot absolutely assumed. Peter could 
not pass the Jews the dispersion. And, though 
will not here adduce his Epistle written from Babylon, 
proof his abode Chaldea and Mesopotamia, yet its ad- 
dress the strangers scattered throughout Pontus, Gala- 
tia, Cappadocia, Asia, and Bithynia,” proves that Peter 
preached the gospel these extended countries, and founded 
and set order churches there. That for this, labor was 
required, not few months merely, but succession years, 
may conclude from the fact that Paul, his second tour, 
which embraced only certain strips South-western and 
Middle Asia Minor, and some points Greece, yet spent 
five years. Pagi and Stolberg assume that Peter founded 
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the churches such extensive tracts country while pass- 
ing along; supposition which irrational. must hence 
follow, that Peter had not come Rome the beginning 
the reign Nero, that and 55. will now 
prove that had not yet come there 63. 


13. Proof from Epistle the Romans. 


The Epistle the Romans, according the agreement 
all the learned, was written proof that 
when Paul wrote this Epistle, Peter was not bishop Rome, 
and was not staying there, first produce the fact that 
Paul not only gives salutation Peter, which must have 
been the case, had Peter already been bishop 
that city and ruler the whole church ever since 
54; but also that only those men are mentioned who were 
not from Peter’s school. Mark, Peter’s favorite and con- 
stant companion, not once named. fact, must as- 
sume either that Paul had knowledge Peter’s abode 
Rome and his bishopric there, that the omission sal- 
utation him supposes gross want respect, which was 
unworthy Paul. 

But, say Baronius, Natalis Alexander, Rothensen, and 
others, the omission the salutation Peter, Mark, etc., 
proves nothing: Paul might have known that Peter, exactly 
then, was absent from Rome apostolical mission. 
For, the Epistle the Ephesians, does not salute 
Timothy, nor the Epistle the Hebrews, James, though 
the former was undoubtedly Ephesus, and the latter 
Jerusalem. 

Both these resorts are good for nothing. For whence 
know that Paul was aware Peter’s absence 
How can any one have recourse hypothesis for which 
what relates the second resort, namely, the saluta- 
tions Timothy and James, omitted the two Epistles 
named, the case wholly different. the first place, 
his Epistle the Hebrews Paul salutes one does 
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the Epistle the Romans, but “them that have the rule 
over you and all the saints,” general; the Epistle the 
Ephesians absolutely bears salutation. The Epistle the 
Hebrews was not written the church Jerusalem where 
James was, but all the Jewish Christians general, and 
consequently salutation James individual, would 
have been very strange. But that Paul, the Epistle the 
Ephesians, did not salute Timothy, lies simply the fact 
that Timothy was not Ephesus, but was with Paul 
Rome. This proved thus: the Epistle the Ephesians 
was written Paul his imprisonment Rome (which 
20; and Natalis Alexander, 45, also admits it. the 
same time, Paul wrote from Rome his Epistle the Philip- 
pians (Phil. 22) and the Colossians (Col. 10, com- 
pare with Acts 27: 2), likewise said both them 
clearly and this Natalis admits, the place cited. 
But now both these Epistles begin: Paul and Timothy, 
servants Jesus Christ, all the saints Christ Phi- 
lippi (and Colosse). Therefore Timothy was, that time, 
Rome with Paul when wrote this Epistle the Ephe- 
sians. also, 66, when Paul wrote his 
second epistle him from Rome, was not Ephesus, 
expressly said, 12. 

What now shall say those men who make such 
objections, namely Natalis Alexander, who, judge from 
what writes 45, well knew that Timothy was not 
Ephesus when Paul wrote thither. also plain 
that these men, when they are aiming reach their party 
objects, rejeet one side what they have written the 
other. 

And now, once more. Paul praises the Romans very 
much account their faith, which spoken through- 
out the whole commends the laborers the Rom- 
ish vineyard the Lord and would have forgotten 
mention him from whom they had received the treasure 
their faith, namely Would have named the la- 
borers, but silent him who was their head 
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14. Proof from the Acts the Apostles. 


58, therefore, Peter was not yet Rome. Let 
now see whether was there the following years, 
well known that Paul, when had appealed 
Cesar, was carried Rome. This happened, according 
remained the capital the world, two whole 
Luke describes his journey there Acts 28, and 28: 
relates that abode. Now there are his narration seve- 
ral points importance, from which evident that Peter 
was not, this time, Rome. 

Though Luke reports length Paul’s arrival Rome, 
-and mentions his abode there, yet says not word Pe- 
ter. relates (Acts 27: 15) how the Roman church went 
out meet him Appii Forum and the Three Taverns; 

Luke further mentions (Acts 28: 17, etc.), that Paul, 
three days after his arrival Rome, caused the chief the 
Jews called him. When they came hin, 
evident that they were still unacquainted with Christianity, 
because that had not yet been especially preached them. 
For they said, verse 22: But desire hear thee what 
thou thinkest for concerning this sect, know that 
everywhere spoken against.” 23. when they had 
appointed him day, there came many him his 
ing, whom expounded and testified the kingdom 
God, persuading them concerning Jesus, both out the law 
Moses and out the prophets, from morning till evening. 
24. And some believed the which were spoken, and some 
believed not.” 

see, that the gospel had not yet been particularly 
preached the Jews Rome. The church Rome had 
hitherto not attempted their conversion; shall see, fur- 
ther on, that was yet very small 

Peter was this time (and indeed, maintained, 
had been for many years) Rome, how could whom 
was specially committed the gospel the Jews, have given 
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himself little trouble about them, have spoken with lit- 
tle power, that they were first converted the word Paul? 

Luke’s silence here actually fatal. Peter was then 
Rome had already been there twenty years, and in- 
deed bishop this church; held the rank the 
head the whole church, how possible that Luke could 
have been silent respecting it? silence, indeed, 
from which negative proof can adduced: thus, for ex- 
when one Gospel passes over this that event the 
life Christ. But what one omits, another has; they need 
not all narrate the same thing; single one enough. Be- 
sides, the most important, the main fact, all. But 
when Luke silent Peter’s presence Rome, and 
when can and, according circumstances, must speak 
it, justly conclude that did not find Peter Rome. 
The force this negative proof appears yet stronger the 
following considerations for Paul, too, silent. 


15. Proof from the Epistles the Philippians, Colossians, 
Ephesians, Philemon, and the Hebrews. 


All these Epistles were written Paul during his im- 
proved, because stands therein plain words; the 
Epistle the Hebrews, probable: chap. 13: 24, 
brethren from Italy salute these Epistles prove 
anything, they prove irresistibly that Peter, the time when 
Paul wrote them, was not Rome, and had not been. Let 
see 

carefully through the first four Epistles, 
find the clearest and most varied expressions and notices re- 
specting the state the church Rome, Paul’s relations, 
and persons and things. the Epistle the Ephesians 
(6: 21, Paul sends Tychicus them, that may make 
known them all things respecting his situation and cir- 
cumstances. the Epistle the Philippians (1: 12, etc.) 
mentions the progress the gospel Rome, how pen- 
etrated the camp the Pretorian guards, and even the 
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imperial court (4: 24). says (1: 14): “And many the 
brethren the Lord, confident through bonds, are 
much more bold speak the word without that “some 
indeed preach Christ envy and strife, and some good 
will;” that these preach, inspired love, knowing was 
set for the defence the gospel; but the others strife, and 
not sincerely, add his bonds. 

see that Paul had his eye the Jewish Christian 
zealots, like those Antioch whom met boldly and 
successfully, evident from Acts xv. and Galatians 
This party opposed him Rome; they could not endure 
that should receive the Gentiles without circumcision 
they pretended would abolish the law, and this ac- 
count they acted against him. 

here suppose that Peter was that time, and indeed 
for long time had been, bishop Rome and governed, 
the head, not only this but also the whole church, how could 
the brethren made more courageous Paul’s bonds 
preach boldly the How could first Paul, 
have penetrated the Pretorian camp and the court the 
emperor? And further, could Peter have developed little 
power, energy, and authority during his long rule, that under 
his very eyes, the envy and hypocrisy the Jewish Christians, 
his immediate disciples, should rise against Paul, and could 
they have carried out, openly and unpunished, the foul pur- 
pose add affliction his bonds? Shall suppose that 
had anew, Rome, formerly Antioch, suffered him- 
self out weakness carried away the zealots, and 
had forgotten the decrees Jerusalem which were given 
the Holy Spirit? cannot allow ourselves imagine 
such things Peter; and had really been Rome, with 
his power, his fiery zeal, would have carried the gospel 
the Pretorian camp and the court the emperor, and 
not only protected his beloved fellow-laborer Paul against 
every conflict and aspersion the Christians, but would 
have severely punished them his power bishop the 
place. 

the second chapter, from and on, Paul makes 
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known them his purpose send Timothy, whom 
greatly praises (ver. them, order that might 
give them information respecting mentions that 
had also sent them Epaphroditus, whose activity and 
loving care for him, and his dangerous illness, gives full 
account (25—30). Similar information respecting his friends 
Silas and Clemens, and himself, gives the fourth 
chapter. see (ver. 10), that Paul his prison was sup- 
ported the church Philippi; that they sent him 
maintenance directly through Epaphroditus (18), and that 
before reached him had suffered want (11, which 
was doubtless occasioned those zealots. How this, 
now? And yet Peter had already lived many years 
Rome bishop, and though there were rich people his 
church, had not once cared for the necessities his be- 
loved fellow-apostle, had not once impelled the Romans 
their utmost lighten the condition the prisoner! 
cannot believe this such man Peter was. 

Also the Epistle the Colossians, there are not want- 
ing similar notices. They stand the fourth chapter, 7th 
verse. Here, too, Paul gives them information, Tychi- 
chus, his situation, his welfare, etc. If, now, cast 
back glance what have cited, the conviction forces 
itself upon us, that Peter was not, that time, Rome. 
his own merits spreading the gospel, Paul speaks 
Peter, who yet founded that church, carried forward, and 
must that time have long governed it, wholly silent. 
himself, and his friends, often gives full information 
Peter, the head the church and Peter’s disciples, not 
one word. possible that Paul, during two years’ abode 
Rome, where must have met Peter innumerable times, 
and where could not but take notice him, many 
Epistles makes mention not word, not syllable, 
him, Peter really was must suppose that Pe- 
ter and his friends were wholly indifferent Paul, yea, that 
looked him with envious eyes; and hence Paul passed 
over them and their labors silence. 
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But this stands out yet more strongly the following 
most these Epistles, Paul gives information his dis- 
ciples and fellow-laborers; names multitude them; 
conveys those whom writing, salutations from 
them. have already seen this above. Let look 
further. 

Philippians 21, Salute every saint Christ Jesus. 
The brethren which are with greet you.” Colossians 
10—14, Aristarchus fellow-prisoner saluteth you, and 
Marcus, sister’s son Barnabas (touching whom re- 
ceived come unto you, receive him), 
and Jesus, which called Justus, who are the 
ion. only are fellow-workers unto the kingdom 
God, which have been comfort unto me. 
who one you, servant Christ, saluteth you, always 
laboring fervently for you prayers, that may stand per- 
fect and complete all the will God. For bear him 
record that hath great zeal for you, and them that are 
Laodicea, and them Hierapolis. Luke the beloved 
physician, and Demas greet you.” Philemon, ver. 23, 24, 
salute thee Epaphras, fellow-prisoner Christ 
Marcus, Aristarchus, Demas, Lucas, fellow-labo- 
Hebrews 13: 24,“ Salute all them that have the rule 
over you, and all the saints: They Italy salute you.” 

From all these friends and acquaintances conveys salu- 
tations; from Peter and his from them, not 
word. How Were not the two apostles and their 
disciples terms mutual friendship? Were they 
estranged? Had they intercourse together? Were they 
excluded from each other? Was there enmity and jealousy 
between them? were the churches Colosse, Philippi, 
Ephesus, and Palestine much strangers Peter and 
his friends, indifferent, that they had testimonies 
Christian friendship and sympathy, salutations for them 
did Paul suppose those churches such indifference 


4 
ig 
| 
| 

| 
‘| 
ii 
re 


1858.] Was Peter Rome, and Bishop the Church? 605 


and want sympathy respect Peter and his friends, 
that believed nothing ought said way infor- 
mation salutations from Indeed, must have 
lost all common sense and regard for truth maintain, 
under these circumstances, that Peter and his disciples were 
with Paul Rome 61—63, when wrote these 
Epistles. 

And when now Paul says (Col. 10, 11), that Rome 
Mark, and Justus were his only fellow-laborers 
the not thus clearly enough said that 
had neither Peter nor his Jewish disciples for fellow-labo- 
rers the world’s must call our aid 
the assertion that Paul speaks here only his own disciples, 
but makes mention Peter and his disciples because 
had occasion for it? leave any one who will, 
satisfy himself with such excuse. 

But Baronius, Natalis Alexander, Rothensen, object 
From the silence Paul, these Epistles, nothing fol- 
lows against Peter’s abode Rome; was not wont 
always Rome; “he was not, like Prometheus, 
the Caucasus, tied down his see;” and sat not 
idly, “as Emeritus,” but went from Rome into all the 
surrounding countries; penetrated even Britain 
preach the gospel. Why not then suppose that when Paul 
wrote, 58, the church Rome, and abode there 
from 63, (Peter) was these apostolic trav- 
Why may not assume this explain those tem- 
porary absences that are proved the silence Paul? 

Answer: may not, because these travels not sin- 
gle one the credible authorities mentions syllable; and 
they are but empty hypotheses which are foisted into the 
history, foolish they are presumptuous. Then, again, 
because the authorities named, there not trace Pe- 
fully adduce hereafter. may therefore justly conclude 
that Peter was not Rome 


Namely, Rome; otherwise untrue, for other regions Paul had 
helpers enough the circumcision. 


Peter was not Rome also and 66. 


After Paul was released 63, left Rome. 
Whether, proposed his Epistle the Romans, 
probable. For, assuming that Paul had really travelled 
Spain, nothing more certain than that would have 
stayed several years this great and populous country 
(Spain with Portugal was larger than Asia Minor), which, 
especially the south, was covered with large cities. 
now Paul’s death, according Pagi, took place 
but according the supposition which makes Peter have 
have been bishop there for twenty-five years, and suffered 
martyrdom there with Paul—falls 67; as, further, 
find the apostle the Gentiles, after his deliverance, 
again Macedonia, Greece, Asia Tim. 20), and 
spent whole winter Nicopolis where called Ti- 
tus come him (Tit. as, finally, Paul was cer- 
tainly not imprisoned and put death immediately his 
arrival Rome; and much more, assuredly for time 
preached the gospel openly which evident enough from 
Spain. take for granted therefore, that Paul after 
his departure from Rome turned himself immediately 
Greece and Asia. 

now consider the great extent the tracts coun- 
try which Paul labored after his departure from Rome; 
think how much time simple journey from Rome 


Titus 1:5. That Paul all former years had not been Crete person, 
evident from Luke’s accurate description Paul’s journeys, which does 
not meution any excursion Crete. From Titus, the place above cited, 
evident that was there together with Titus. any one should refer Acts 
27: and especially verse 21, evident (and from verses 8—14, also), that 
the ship which Paul sailed was only forced bad weather run into Crete, 
but that she sailed directly again, and Paul who was prisoner the ship 
tainly did not receive permission preach the Gospel. Besides, Titus was not 
that time Paul’s according Acts 27: had only 
with therefore could not then have left behind Crete. 
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Crete and back through Greece, Macedonia, and Asia Minor 
alread required; reckon, addition, the considerable 
stays made Crete, Ephesus, Nicopolis, and Philippi, 
where had repeatedly promised come again (Phil. 26- 
24); evident that with all these things several years 
might have been consumed, and that not err when 
67, but wise earlier than 

Paul was very active during this abode Rome; shall 
speak this the next paragraph. his Epistles, the two 
Timothy belong this time. When quitted Asia for 
the last time and went Macedonia, had left him be- 
hind and Titus left Crete; now calls 
both them him Rome but that Timothy was 
longer Ephesus, evident from Tim. 4:12. Let 
now look these Epistles, order adduce our pro- 
posed proof. 


The Epistle Timothy, which nothing more 
certain than that was written Rome, but which accord- 


Paul says Tim. that had besought Timothy, his departure 
(from Asia) Macedonia, remain Ephesus. Paul’s jirst journey Mace- 
donia related, Acts 16: 19, etc.; probably occurred 55. Shortly be- 
fore, Paul had taken the young Timothy himself (Acts 16: etc.), order 
have him for his companion his journey (verse 3). Hence evident, that 
did not leave him behind the chief overseer Ephesus, aside from the 
fact that the young man just now received was not ripe for such high calling, 
which first learned company with Paul. The journey described verse 
11, 

Acts 18:18, Paul left Greece order travel the East. Verse 19th, 
Ephesus. But this time did not Macedonia, but 
quently did not leave Timothy this time Ephesus. When Paul came 
back from the East (18: 25) touched anew Ephesus (19: 1), and remained 
there three years (19: 10. 20:31). From here went indeed Macedonia 
(19: yet did not leave Timothy behind Ephesus, but sent him together with 
Erastus forward Macedonia (verse 22), while himself remained while 
Asia. Chap. himself followed. find Timothy the return journey 
from Macedonia Troas company with Paul (verse now forward, 
before 64, Paul came more Ephesus and Macedonia, but 
travelled from Miletus (21: 17, etc.) through Cos and Rhodes Tyre etc.), 
and from there Jerusalem. Whence finally reached Rome prisoner. 
Consequently left Timothy behind Ephesus first after 63. 
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ing Tim. Paul composed when was free, 
contains nothing relating our subject; but the second 
especially does. This Paul wrote when was prisoner 
Tim. 8), and very probably not long before his execu- 
tion (4: which foresaw. this account begs 
Timothy come him soon” (ver.9). For De- 
mas has forsaken from love this world, and gone 
Thessalonica.” See also Only Luke with 
me. ‘Take Mark and bring him with thee for profit- 
able for the ministry. And have sent 
20: “Erastus abode Corinth; but 
Trophimus have left Miletum sick.” There assuredly 
the strongest proof, these passages, that Peter was not 
Rome when Paul wrote them. For had been there, 
together with Paul, both this time were expecting 
suffer death account the faith, how possible that 
Paul does not mention his colleague? names all who 
were united him the gospel; Peter and his disciples, 
notone word. says expressly that only Luke was with him; 
this would not true Peter also and his disciples were 
Rome. cannot said that these were not Paul’s 
friends whom here speaking. This objection good 
for nothing; Paul speaks those who were Rome 
evangelists, and among these, Peter would also have be- 
longed; know, too, that Paul very much hated this di- 
vision into parties and schools among the apostles, ap- 
pears the first Epistle Corinthians. 

salutes Titus from several persons names, especially 
Eubulus, Pudens, Linus, Claudia; from Peter there 
salutation; him who ought named before all, the 
head all them, nothing. case Peter had taken the 
place pope Rome, what could more agreeable 
Timothy, more consoling, than salutation from such man? 
Had Peter been Rome, could Paul really have forgotten 
add this? Certainly not, were only show, that 
between himself, the head the Gentile Christians and Pe- 
ter the head the Jewish Christians, there reigned 
mony and peace which had not been always undisturbed. 
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Peter, well known, must have named Linus his 
successor; Linus was disciple Peter. proves 
this according his very strained method. Paul now men- 
tions from him greets Timothy; Peter, 
wholly silent! possible that any man can suppose 
Peter was, this time, case were, would 
not this silence, which holds Peter, Mark and all others 
Peter’s disciples, not worthy mention, most striking 
proof that division, enmity, yea open breach, existed 
between Paul and his disciples and Peter and his disciples 

But here the old objection also urged, that Peter this 
time must supposed again apostolical excur- 
sion. And this supposition ingenious that 
shall not venture say anything against it.! 


Peter’s Epistles. 


have thus far seen, that the whole Acts the Apos- 
tles, the collective Epistles Paul, which one was writ- 
ten the church Rome, and five from Rome, contain not 
vestige evidence that Peter came Rome, and there 
for twenty-five years was bishop and governed pope; 
have found many facts accredited those sacred writ- 
ings, from which the contrary all these opinions evi- 
dently enough deduced. now turn St. Peter 
perhaps proofs are found with him his Romish 
bishopric. 

The Romish Court and their adherents Baronius, Bellar- 
min, Natalis Alexander, and hundreds others, cannot 
think St. Peter all, but pope, i.e. having charge 
the whole church, everywhere regulating, prescribing, com- 
and that leader army with great train 
must make his appearance the externals pope 
the present day. And yet nothing all these things has 
been shown. Peter, this supposition, must have been 


Especially, according tradition which great authority with those 
writers, must have been the very time that Peter was about suffer mar- 
tyrdom with Paul Rome.— Tr. 
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twenty-five years bishop and pope Rome, and have car- 
ried the gospel Sicily, Italy, Spain, Britain, Gaul, yea 
Africa. And yet have only two pastoral letters from him 
the churches Asia Minor founded him. this? 
Could wholly forget the Western churches; not have 
thought them all? Could not once have prepared 
for them the comfort and encouragement single letter, 
with which Paul made glad all the churches and 
provinces which had preached the gospel? And even 
from which was separated for many years, namely un- 
til 66; could have wholly withdrawn him- 
self from them that should not once have visited them 
with single letter comfort and exhortation? Peter 
really was bishop and pope Rome, this conduct appears 
absolutely unworthy him. this, his position and 
government bishop Rome, now perceive nothing 


all. 


The two single Epistles which Peter sent out, are not two 
encyclical epistles all Christendom, but, have al- 
ready said, simple pastoral letters the churches Jewish 
Christians founded him Asia Minor. both them 
head the whole church both, trace found 
abode Rome. But now said that the Babylon 
which speaks was Rome, which that time 
had often been called this name the church, particu- 
larly the Apocalypse and some fathers the church are 
quoted also, who that Babylon Peter understand Rome 
(Jerome, Catal. indeed, Natalis Alexander, to- 
gether with Baronius, knows likewise the reason why Peter 
changes the name; says, wit col. ii: Because 
indeed Peter had escaped from the prison Jerusalem, 
would not that his place abode should known 
all; and wished likewise consult the safety the Christians 
Rome, order that, this letter perhaps came into the 
hands the heathen,' they might not know that there were 


sent the Epistle not post, but Silvanus. 
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many Christians and excited persecute 
them, especially since Claudius was very favorable Agrip- 
the persecutor Peter.”? Any further remark this 
statement superfluous. 

When John, book like the Apocalypse, names Rome 
foreign name, this cannot objected to; quite 
ulous. And now what necessity there suppose that 
Peter wrote his Epistle, not Babylon but Rome? None 
indeed. the apostle the circumcision, Peter was 
especially pointed the Paul was the Gentiles. 
Paul went through half the world convert the Gentiles 
and fulfil his calling, why should not Peter have done this 
Why should not have travelled the Euphrates and Ti- 
where hundreds thousands Jews dwelt why not 
Egypt, where their number was not countries which 
bordered Palestine and Syria? And both these re- 
gions there wasa Babylon. Old Babylon yet stood, though 
already sunken; ‘it was first destroyed Gallus; 
the Tigris, Peter’s was commonly called Baby- 
lon, instead which city the Seleucide had Jong ago 
erected it; Stolberg also concedes this. The Egyptian 
Babylon was important city, where legion was en- 
What hinders from supposing that Peter wrote 
his Epistle from this Babylon? Why must precisely 
Rome 

Let now, further, consider the particular circumstances 
ful brother, suppose, have written briefly.” Therefore 
Silvanus had the care delivering the letter its 
Silvanus here does not appear intimate acquaintance 
Peter, his scholar, else would not have said, faith- 
ful brother suppose.” 'This does not allow sup- 


This they might know the sight their own eyes they needed not Peter’s 
letter for it. 

had been dead for some time, before Peter could come Rome. But 
Peter had such design, then ought have named name, but have let 
the salutation given orally Silvanus. 
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pose any intimate personal knowledge. Silvanus was there- 
fore only accidentally with Peter, probably 
Why not? belonged the Jews Asia Minor, whose 
conversion Paul had great share, from whom had 
formed now, this Silvanus? The two 
Epistles the Thessalonians are Paul and 
Silvanus and Timothy.” There other Silvanus the 
Holy Scriptures. Since, the superscription above shows, 
stood the closest fellowship with Paul, was 
intimately united with him was Timothy, and held the 
ablest interpreters, that this Silvanus was other than Si- 
las, Paul’s constant companion and fellow-laborer (Acts 15: 
19. 17: 14. 18: find him more 
afterwards among Paul’s attendants, appears that 
betook himself the East, and devoted himself the care 
the Jewish Christians thére, whom was one. 

When now neither the Epistle the Romans, nor 
those the Ephesians and Philippians, nor especially 
those the Colossians and Titus, which are all them 
dated from Rome, there any mention Silas, though 
Paul names his scholars and companions who were with 
him Rome, who came and went; since deliberate 
omission his name cannot supposed, because next 
Timothy was the most distinguished Paul’s disciples, 
follows that Silas was not Rome; that therefore could 
have taken Epistle with him from there the 
churches Asia Minor; that accordingly actually took 
with him, Peter when wrote and gave Silva- 
nus, could not then Rome. 

Just with respect Mark, whom Peter mentions 
his own son and companion his presence Rome also, 
there mention anywhere. assume this, the more 
foolish, they who maintain that Peter was Rome, 
maintain also that had sent Mark from Antioch Alex- 
andria, where became bishop. And there yet another 
and additional reason. Peter addresses his Epistle the 
strangers scattered abroad Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, 
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Asia, and Bithynia. succession allows conclude, 
with tolerable certainty, that the province Pontus was 
nearer the writer than Asia Minor. Peter wrote from 
Rome, would natural send the Epistle first the 
Christians Asia and Bithynia; for these were situated 
nearest him, and through these lay the way the other. 
Therefore Peter did not write this Epistle from Rome. 
suppose Seleucia the Tigris was the Babylon from 
which Peter wrote, the letter sent these churches Asia 
Minor must first come the church Pontus; then went 
from Seleucia the great commercial road Armenia, the 
only one which there was here, through Cara, Singara, Nisi- 
bis, Amida, Arsamosata Pontus. From Rome 
could not come Pontus. 


§19. The founding the church Rome without Peter. 


From the Holy Scriptures not the least share, Peter, 
the founding and establishing the church Rome can 
proved there due Paul. But gradually some be- 
gan associate Peter with Paul, and name foun- 
ders the church Rome and then its the 
course time Peter was placed before Paul, the latter apos- 
tle only called helper, and finally wholly left out, and 
last marked out heresy suppose that the church 
Rome was built more upon Paul than Peter. 

has already been observed above, that Peter the 
apostle the circumcision, especially and first all was 
pointed the Jews, the East and that his career 
must preéminently assigned here. The pretence that Pe- 
ter was directly called the Lord, bring the heathen in- 
the faith the gospel, has weight. That this was 
special commission Peter, but all the apostles and disci- 
ples, evident from the opinion then prevailing among all 
Jewish Christians, and clearly admitted Peter (Acts x.), 
that the gospel was destined only for the Jews, not for the 


See the Second Chapter the First Book Treatise the Primacy 
the Bishops Rome. 
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Gentiles. Paul the apostle was raised just this 
time. 

the whole the Acts the Apostles, and the writings 
Scripture, nothing found which intimates 
destination the West, but Paul was chosen, 
the Lord himself, for the capital the world. This inward 
spirit already impelled him early toward Rome testifies 
this fully: Rom. 10—16, Not the Greeks only, but 
also the barbarians,” those who are not Greeks, 
the Latins, was debtor.” (Compare 
where declares his whole circle operation the East 
closed.) This thought never left him; Rome always lay 
before his eyes the goal his course, the theatre his 
call the Gentiles. After have been Jerusalem, must 
see Rome also” (Acts 19: 21). 

Finally, the voice the Lord himself points him Rome; 
here must preach the good courage, 
Paul,” said him, thou hast borne witness for me-at 
Jerusalem, must thou bear witness Rome also” 
(Acts 23:11). Where find such testimonies Peter? 
There not single trace one. 

now pass over the Church Rome. The founding 
this church must have taken place after the first dispersion 
the disciples; and certainly shall not fail correctness, 
place not before a.p.48. take for granted that, al- 
ready some years earlier.in the great intercourse the world 
which Rome stood, individual Christians came Rome 
from Palestine and gained adherents among the Jews; but 
this was far from founding community congregation, 
church, which could not easily effected Rome, the 
seat heathendom, where general they looked with con- 
tempt everything that came from Palestine. reject 
the fable Peter’s arrival Rome 42, ‘Natalis 
Alexander would have it, (according Acts xii.),! 


But according this story which makes Peter preach the Gospel 
Rome, this did not take place before 45. 38, left Rome, say 
Natalis, Baronius, and others; seven years was Antioch; 45, 
was imprisoned, therefore did not come Rome before 46. 
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and hold upon what historically accredited. 
Paul wrote his Epistle the Romans (Natalis places 
47), before had come into personal contact with 
them. And yet find the fullest acquaintance, the most 
mate intercourse, the closest connection between the apostle 
and the church Rome. The whole 16th chapter full it. 
Ver. 1—15, commend unto you Phebe our sister, which 
ceive her the Lord, becometh saints, and that assist 
her whatsoever business she hath need you; for she 
hath been succorer many, and myself also. Greet 
Priscilla and Aquila helpers Christ Jesus (who have 
for life laid down their own unto whom not only 
give thanks, but also all the churches the Gentiles) 
likewise greet the church that their house. Salute 
well-beloved Epenetus, who the first fruits Achaia 
unto Christ. Greet Mary, who bestowed much labor us. 
Salute Andronicus and Junia, kinsmen, and fellow- 
prisoners, who are note among the apostles, who also 
were Christ before me. Greet Amplias, beloved the 
Lord. Salute Urbane, our helper Christ, and Stachys 
beloved. Salute Apelles, approved Christ. Salute them 
which are Aristobulus’ household. Salute Herodion, 
kinsman. Greet them that the household Narcissus, 
which are the Lord. Salute Tryphena and Tryphosa, 
who labor the Lord. Salute the beloved Persis, which 
labored much the Lord. Salute Rufus chosen the 
Lord, and his mother and mine. Salute Asyncritus, Phle- 
gon, Hermas, Patrobas,.Hermes, and the brethren which are 
with them. Salute Philologus, and Julia, Nereus and his 
sister, and Olympas, and all the saints which are with them.” 
These passages furnish many conclusions 

From verses 14, 15, evident that the church 
Rome, the time when Paul wrote this epistle, did not yet 
form completed church with public place assembling 
the Roman Christians came together the houses cer- 
tain members; the most considerable these assemblies 
conventicles, perhaps Paul names all, were those the 


‘ 
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houses Prisca Aquila, Asyncritus, Phlegon, 
mas, Patrobas, Hermes, Philologus, Julia, Nereus, 
Olympas. 'To reckon its numbers according this 
view, the church Rome could not that time very 
large, and could not accordingly yet very old. 

Paul had not yet been Rome, and yet was very fa- 
miliar with the circumstances the church Rome; knew 
almost all its distinguished members. And indeed knew 


most them personally, evident from that enumeration 


which beg our readers examine closely. How long 
must have already stood connection with them how 
often have interchanged communications with them ap- 
pears that the Romans had directly chosen him their pat- 
ron the Lord; had sought the spiritual, apostolic point 
support him, the apostle the Gentiles, who had twice 
penetrated their neighborhood, even Corinth, Philippi, 
Thessalonica, and Illyria. 

And now consider more closely these men and 
women whom salutes, find that they were most them 
intimate acquaintances and also his fellow-laborers and 
disciples. 

There are, first, Prisca and Aquila. became 
with them Corinth (Acts :1), Jews who were driven 
out Rome the edict Claudius; won them for the 
gospel, and henceforward them his companions (Acts 
18: 26. Cor. 16: 19. Tim. 19). 

There is, further, Epenetus Asialic whom calls be- 
loved, proof personal, intimate acquaintance. There are 
Andronicus and Junia his relatives, who have shared with 
him his imprisonments Cor. 11: 23, There 
Amplias similar circumstances him with Epenetus. 
There Urbane, whom calls his fellow-laborer, like his 
trusty companions Silas, Titus, Timothy, etc. There 
Stachys his beloved. There Herodion, his fellow country- 
man. 

cannot otherwise explain these relations than the 
supposition that all these persons were disciples and compan- 
tons Paul, whom, when could not, the outset, come. 
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Rome, sent forward from him preach the gospel, 
which afterwards finished himself. This the more 
evident from the salutations Timothy, Luke, Jason, Sosipa- 
ter, Tertius, Caius,and Erastus added those Paul, who 
also had not yet been Rome, and could only far ac- 
quainted with the church Rome, they were the friends 
and acquaintances those who were Paul’s disciples, 

therefore established, that Paul’s disciples, sent 
him, founded the church Rome; and that this founding 
can way claimed for Peter, whom, his dis- 
ciples, find trace. This becomes perfect certainty 
when Paul, the end, calls the gospel which had been 
preached the Romans his gospel (Rom. 16: 35). 

there two years, and was able preach the gospel undis- 
turbed xxviii., close). What his disciples had begun 
and had conducted successful progress, could now 
himself gloriously complete. 

will now see how Paul’s activity was excited Rome. 
Directly after his arrival Rome, the third day, began, 
his own dwelling, gain the chiefs the synagogue for 
the gospel (Acts xxix.). Luke relates how was done, not 
without good success. have seen above. For two 
whole years, now preached the gospel the Gentiles 
without hindrance (Acts 29: 31), proof that 
Nero had not begun persecute the Christians. 

have seen above, that the time when Paul wrote 
the Romans 58, the church Rome was yet 
inconsiderable, least was yet not large. was first in- 
creased and extended abroad Paul’s efforts and zeal. 

himself says, the Epistle the Philippians, that 
through him the gospel has been made known all the 
palace and all other places;” that through him many 
the brethren have waxed confident, fearlessly preach the 
word God yea, that even the court itself 
has gained followers (4: 22). 

know Paul’s fellow-laborers the gospel, those dear 
him. Barnabas, Silas, Sosthenes, Judas, Sopater, 


Secundus, there are also Timothy and Titus, both mentioned 
numberless places the Acts and the Epistles. 
and Prisca, have seen above (Acts 19: 22), 
Caius (Acts 19: 29. 20: Aristarchus, Tychicus, 
Trophimus {Acts Luke, Mark (Acts 13: 5), 
Epaphroditus, and Epaphras, Justus (Acts 8), Demas, 
Artemas. All these men, from Timothy on, find with 
him fellow-laborers Rome. They all are found 
this position the Epistles which wrote from Rome, 
loss. 9—12, 14. Philem. 23, 24. 

his second abode, too, for the most part, they are again 
with him; and they stand distinguished the last chapter 
the second Epistle ‘Timothy. Indeed Paul was the 
first who, were, made Rome the central point the 
church; from Rome ‘he held the West connection with 
the East; his disciples wént out and came back messen- 
gers; from Rome Paul for the churches Greece, 
Macedonia, and Asia Minor. All the men they stand 
the above-mentioned have named them, 
were sent out from Rome Paul these churches. Here 
mentions Titus, whom calls him, that had 
sent Artemas and Tychicus the regions the East (Tit. 
12), Timothy calls back him Tim. 
tells Timothy that Demas had gone 
Crescens Galatia, Titus Dalmatia, Tychicus Ephe- 
sus, Erastus had left Corinth, and Trophimus was left 
behind sick Miletus; had Luke only still with 
therefore should take with him Mark and come 
ans fellow laborer his (Phil. 3). 

Finally, shown that all the important names which 
rendered glorious the first period the church Rome, Li- 
nus 21), Clemens, Claudia, Hermas, Phlegon, Caius, 
etc., were Paul’s disciples the two first pretended succes- 
sors Peter were followers Paul, not 

While Paul developed such wide-spread and deeply- 
penetrating activity Rome; while there concentrated 
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the action almost the whole body the important intel- 
lects the church, pointed out them abroad the circle 
and while formed, organized, founded, and 
governed the church Rome, and from lending form and 
aid, made his attacks the East and the West, nothing 
perceived Peter, not word his abode 
Rome, his activity there. The stale conversion the 
name Babylon into Rome Pet. the only argu- 
ment which they venture prove Peter’s abode Rome, 
his episcopate and his popedom from Scriptures. 
would not pay for the trouble waste word it. 


20. 

part, indeed the most important part, our task ac- 
complished. the most important and the principal 
authorities Peter’s life and labors are the holy 
books the New Testament; proving that these not 
only contain proof for, but many proofs against the 
abode Peter Rome and his bishopric there, have 
without doubt performed the most important portion our 
task. witnesses which are brought from tradition, from 
the fathers especially, are only secondary rank, and are 
value only far they not contradict the Scriptures. 

now review the course investigation over which 
have passed, find that the following points are 
Paul’s conversion cannot placed before 38. 
years after it, therefore, 41, visited Peter Je- 
rusalem, who soon journeyed see the churches Palestine, 
42. Paul now went Tarsus. this time the gos- 
pel had penetrated Antioch; thither the apostles sent 
Barnabas constitute church there. (Barnabas) now 
brought Paul from Tarsus, and they both remained year 
carry alms, and during their stay there, Peter was put 
prison Herod, the fourth year Claudius, 45. 

With this the opinion that Peter founded the church 
Antioch and was bishop there from 44, 
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overthrown; and with the view that Peter came 
sebius, and after him all the defenders Peter’s Romish 
episcopate advance, shown without 
Thence, have shown that absolutely contradicts Pe. 
ter’s peculiar calling preach the gospel the Jews, when, 
directly after made travel the West, where 
were only few Jews, and Rome; that such supposi- 
tion not supported single trace historical testi- 
mony, and nothing but arbitrary fiction, sustain 
which requires still other fictions. For Peter was present 
the Council Jerusalem xv), which Baronius places 
48, Natalis 51, and others, with whom 


53, and soon after met with Paul Antioch, 


explain this, must have recourse again wholly 
arbitrary supposition sustained proof, that Peter left 
Rome and wandered Jerusalem, consequence 
the edict Claudius which drove the Jews out Rome. 

have further seen, from Paul’s Epistle the Romans, 
that Peter the time when this Epistle was written, 
58, was not from Acts xxviii., from the Epis- 
tles the Philippians, Ephesians, Colossians, Hebrews, and 
Philemon have seen that Peter also was not found 
instructs that Peter likewise was not the capital the 
world 66. Finally, have proved from the 
above-mentioned authorities that not the slightest share can 
shown for Peter the founding the church Rome, 
and, much more, that this was exclusively owing Paul 
and his disciples. 

The mode and manner conducting this proof has been 


twofold, positive and negative. the former proved, that 


Peter was elsewhere the time which placed 
Rome; the latter, that the silence the authorities ren- 
der that residence Peter Rome wholly inadmissible. 
This kind proof will here now yet more accurately 
examine. 
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21. The Negative proof. 


The whole force the negative proof has been wholly 
denied let therefore examine with what justice so. 
The negative proof rests the principle, that im- 
portant fact passed over silence the whole body 
contemporaneous authors, circumstances which they 
and must mention it, the same cannot admitted 
have actually occurred. besides now, positive proof 
added this, then the negative thereby raised fully 
into evidence. will illustrate the subject example. 

For many centuries has been taken fact and 
especially has been maintained Rome, that the apostle 
James, the brother John, preached the gospel Spain, 
and that his corpse lies buried For centu- 
ries made pilgrimages there, thousands miracles 
are pretended have taken place this grave St. James, 
and there was time when doubt about this grave and 
the miracles, would have been punished the holy inquisi- 
tion heresy, crime worthy death. And yet St. 
James never was Spain. For this James, the brother 
John, was already put death Herod (Acts 
12: 2), and until then he, like the other apostles, had not 
left erusalem. 

Rome not mentioned either the Acts the apostol- 
ical Epistles though case Peter really was Rome, there 
was not only naturally reason for such mention the cir- 
cumstances, but was absolutely necessary. will illus- 
trate this further: Whatever design may ascribe the 
Acts the Apostles Luke, the presence Peter Rome, 
case really took place, case the highest rule the 


The original Toletan Breviary celebrates this event hymn: 


Magni deinde filii tonitrui, 

Adepti fulgent, prece matris incliti 
Utrique vita culminis insignia 

Regens Joannes dextera solum Asiam, 
laeva frater positus, Hispaniam. 


XV. No. 59. 
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church Rome was actually borne could 
not and ought not leave him unmentioned and indeed 
for this reason, because was fact immeasurable im- 
portance, more important than all else made known Pe- 
ter more important than his travels Samaria and Anti- 
och, than his visitation the churches Palestine. For 
the journey Rome, case occurred, the constitution 
the church was definitively settled for all time. men- 
tion was the more necessary, forced itself upon him 
much the more, as, the time when Luke wrote (namely, 
not before 64), Peter must already have been bishop 
Rome for twenty-two years. 

And how often had Luke perfectly natural occasion 
mention Peter’s journey Rome and his being bishop 
there! First, Acts viii., where relates the meeting the 
apostle with Simon Magus Samaria, whom must af- 
terwards have fought, vanquished, and annihilated Rome. 
Then chap. where Peter, escaping from Herod, left Jeru- 
salem. Luke had before mentioned the journeys Sama- 
ria, Joppa, why should not there have remarked 
Baronius, Natalis, etc., assert that Peter took jour- 
ney Rome? had not Luke known anything where Pe- 
ter betook himself? did who wrote twenty years af- 
ter this event, fear that Peter’s residence would discov- 
ered? Then chap. xv., where Luke describes the council 
Jerusalem: there mentions how Paul, Barnabas, and oth- 
ers came from hdw suitable would have been 
notice here, few words, that Peter also had just now come 
from Rome, the capital the world, time preside over 
the council. Luke had minutely described many 
journeys Philip, Peter, Paul, Barnabas, Mark, would 
have left out exactly the most important journey all? 
Finally, chap. xxviii., where Paul with Luke and Aristarchus 
reached Rome. There immediately makes the Jews 
come Paul, and preaches them; Peter, not 
word. How natural, how fitting would have been here 
mention Peter: how they found him the head the 
church Rome how they were lovingly received him, 
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and united themselves with him preach the word the 
Lord. 

And now for Paul! The occasions when could and 
must have mentioned Peter’s presence Rome, his over- 
seership the church, were numberless, were natural, 
crowded upon him, Peter was fact Rome, acted 
bishop the church there, and was clothed with the office 
vicegerent Christ earth, that this total silence 
Paul, this complete ignoring Peter and his disciples, his 
episcopal office, his preaching the gospel, have proved 
from the authorities, necessarily leads the conclusion, that 
Paul either was full envy and jealousy toward Peter, 
that obstinate quarrel existed between the two 
and their disciples. 

see how weighty, how crushing, this negative argu- 
ment is, from the silence the Holy 
Natalis, and others have felt it, and this account sought 
weaken the force this argument. Natalis says The 
negative proofs from Luke’s silence have hardly any weight 
for otherwise the important mysteries our faith would tot- 
ter. For Matthew has nothing about the circumcision; 
Mark mentions nothing the presentation the temple; 
Luke, nothing the new star which led the Magi Beth- 
lehem.” (Natalis, Tom. Dissert. xiii, 174, col. 2.) 
That all true; but the circumcision, which not 
found Matthew, Luke; relates also the presenta- 
tion the temple, which wanting and Matthew 
gives account the star the Magi, which the rest 
are silent. Thus find abundantly. Many facts the 
life Jesus, which one Evangelist has not, the other nar- 
rates. But important fact Jesus’ life which one 
them has, will never elsewhere find credit and many writ- 
ings the earliest times, pretended made the apos- 
tles, have been rejected apocryphal merely this ac- 
count, because they contain matters and things which stand 
either direct contradiction the acknowledged genuine 


The prudent man omits all reference Paul’s silence, which yet more 
eloquent. 
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Evangelists and holy writings, are not mentioned them. 
the appearance the star, the history the presentation 
the temple, etc., had been related none the Evangel- 
ists, and none the apostles, they must also have been 
rejected, least not made matters necessary belief. 

testimony the fathers, made hundred and more 
years afterwards, can impart credibility. now Peter’s 
abode Rome, and his bishopric there, are passed over 
silence all the Holy Scriptures, though there was the most 
urgent necessity mention them, the negative proof taken 
from this silence, unusual, irrefragable force, and stands 
like any positive one. 

The opposers too kick much they possibly can, now, 
against the consequence drawn from that silence but 
only when this consequence adduced against them while, 
where affords them advantage, they welcome any nega- 
tive proof. Let look Some examples. 

The Acta Marcelli accuse certain pope open idolatry. 
That scandalous falsehood and calumny this most 
venerable pope,” cries out for the accusation 
had been true, the Donatists, and Augustines also, would not 
have been silent respecting it; would have shown 
the capital the world, before the emperor, that what 
happened the city, would have been known through the 
whole earth.” 

Ireneeus writes, that the church Rome was built 
proportionately Peter and Paul. That Leo Allatius will 
not admit, because thus Peter’s authority suffers, and 
boldly uses the negative argument against Ireneus. 
this matter sustain themselves merely the assertions 
the fathers, when other proof fails, wasting time and 
labor for although the fathers maintain it, not so.” 

see from these few examples, which hundreds 
might added, how different the views these men are 
reference the force negative proof. 


Ad. 302, 98, 99. 


at 


1858.] Scriptural Doctrine Future State. 625 


ARTICLE IV. 
THE SCRIPTURAL DOCTRINE FUTURE STATE. 


PROF. BARROWS, ANDOVER. 


cannot but attach high significance the fact, that 
all the writers who have denied the doctrine eternal punish- 
ment, the proper sense the words, not one, far our 
knowledge extends, has begun with the direct scriptural argu- 
ment. Not one appears have been led the simple declara- 
tions the Bible concerning the future state the wicked 
the conclusion either that they will all finally made blessed, 
that they will all annihilated. far our obser- 
vation goes, they have always begun with the proposition, 
that the received doctrine the eternal punishment the 
wicked cannot consistent with God’s goodness, and 
therefore cannot true; and, after laboring great length 
fortify this position, they have then come the work 
bringing the declarations Scripture into harmony with 
it. striking illustration this method procedure 
have volume now before us, entitled: The Doctrine 
Future which the author labors establish the 
position that the everlasting punishment the wicked will 
consist their annihilation after the final judgment. The 
body the work consists 468 pages. these only 
are devoted the scriptural argument,” and these sixty- 
seven pages, the last eleven are occupied with the consider- 
ation the indirect scriptural argument,” drawn from the 
supposed opinions of* the Jews the subject the future 
state our Lord’s day. the 169 pages that precede this 
scriptural argument, the author labors show that, upon 
none the philosophical grounds upon which the doctrine 
eternal punishment has been maintained, can possibly 


Debt and Grace, related the Doctrine Future Life. Hud- 
son. Boston: Published John Jewett and Company. Cleveland, Ohio: 
Jewett. 1857. pp. viii and 472. 12mo. 
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defended. fully earnest show that the eter- 
nal persistence moral evil and must irreconcilable 
contradiction with the true idea God. The following ex- 
tracts, taken, one from the portion preceding, the other from 
that following, the Biblical Argument, are samples the 
manner which discourses this solemn and awful 
theme. Speaking the argument for the necessity end- 
less penalty means maintain confidence the divine 
government says 

Must the eternal peace and happiness all beings depend the co- 
eternal anguish those who have begun sin? Are the delights Para- 
dise and the ‘fulness joy’ not sufficient restrain the world from 
plunging into the abyss annihilation? far human beings have lost 
confidence God creature, not more restored the renewal 
single heart the image Christ, than the supposed exposure mil- 
lions eternal woe How earthly rulers restore the lost confidence 
their subjects? Which the stronger government— that which the 
most dreadful punishments are inflicted, that which the mere loss 
place favor dire that infliction not needed And must God for- 
ever the guilty, that the innocent may learn trust 
84, 85. 


Here that, moral government rightly con- 
structed and administered, “the mere loss place favor,” 
without any positive infliction penal evil, should 
ficient protection against sin and its consequences; as- 
sumption which can never establish, and which would 
conclusive against the actual government God the 
present world, against the doctrine which combat- 
ting. Again says: 

man created absolutely immortal, subject the alternative eter- 
nal happiness eternal misery, seems have hardly fair trial here 
should suppose that instead being exposed any dangerous tempta- 
tions, the heavenly Father would have furnished every motive virtue, 
and would have allowed motive sin; and need not wonder such 


fair trial for fearful alternative sought some preéxistent state.” 
240. 


Here assumes, again, that moral government admin- 
istered law over free beings may constructed 
exclude all temptations,” and furnish every 
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motive virtue,” while allows motive sin.” Who- 
ever discourses this manner concerning God’s moral gov- 
ernment certainly talking quite random, understanding 
not what says, nor whereof affirms. 

With such foregone conclusions comes the exami- 
nation the scriptural argument. Now deny the success 
this that particular attempt defend the doctrine 
eternal punishment upon the ground human reason and 
philosophy, one but affirm explicitly, assume 
implicitly, that absolutely irreconcilable with the divine 
attributes, and therefore cannot true, quite another 
thing. are very ready admit that many unsatis- 
factory theories reconciliation have been proposed. 
one chooses maintain that adequate solution the 
difficulty has yet been found, shall not contend with 
him. But shall remind him that this argument, drawn 
from the limitation human faculties, two-edged sword 
cutting both ways. affirms, one has yet shown, 
the ground human reason and philosophy, how the 
doctrine question consistent with the divine attributes, 
equally true that one has ever shown can show, 
the same ground, that not consistent with them. 
The ultimate appeal, then, must the declarations 
holy writ. Here alone our faith can find firm resting- 
place. Inasmuch, however, the main body the work 
now under review devoted arguments 
and considerations, seems proper, before proceeding the 
question the biblical doctrine, examine few his 
leading positions which belong 


Tue ARGUMENT. 


Dualism. dualism the doctrine two oppo- 
site eternal principles, each self-existent, and therefore each 
independent the other its being and attributes. From 
the conflict between these arises each perpetual re- 
straint and hindrance. Neither has power what 
would, because the opposing power the other. 
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not necessary insist upon the obvious fact that this theory 
denies the very idea self-sufficient omnipotent God. 
The god the dualist does simply well can con- 
tending forever against nature wholly external 
himself, which not the author, and which, there- 
fore, can only resist without the ability destroy con- 
Such necessity, imposed upon God from without 
spite his own free will, would dualism. so-called 
necessity,” arising not from the defect the divine 
attributes, but from their infinite fulness, however absolute 
may be, not dualism. This necessity the Scriptures 
boldly ascribe God. impossible,” say they, for 
God The necessity speaking the truth rests up- 
on.God absolutely and eternally. But the necessity 
his infinite perfection. self-imposed, and therefore alto- 
gether free. Now precisely the same necessity rests upon 
God respect holiness and sin. spite our theories 
the latter exists under his moral government, well the 
former. “impossible” that should not love and re- 
ward holiness. equally impossible that should not 
hate and punish and, for anything that our finite rea- 
son can determine, punish eternally. There limita- 
tion the divine power the one case, any more than 
the other. eternal conflict with unconquerable 
self-persistent power, but simply the treatment sin the 
infinite reason God sees right and good treat it. 
God’s power annihilate ‘the wicked sane man will de- 
ny. But this does not teach what will do. What 
might have done, had seen best, prevent sin, bring 
sinners repentance, are not called upon affirm. 
has done that which his infinite perfections dictated. 
above plain distinction between moral necessity, which has 
its ground the very fulness the divine perfections, and 
which leaves God free the fullest sense the term; 
natural necessity imposed upon him either from within 
the limitation his own attributes, from without 
self-existent power (which implies, however, 
has been shown, inward limitation also) this plain 
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distinction made, then the whole argument the author 
from the supposed dualism involved doctrine eter- 
nal punishment falls the ground, least far have 
any concern with it. 


Quantity and quality. fallacy which runs through 
the present treatise the substitution the ar- 
gument, where sound logic absolutely demanded the quali- 
tative. For example, answer the argument that 
certainly good and salutary; and the justice 
eternal suffering can made out, should not accounted 

“Ts punished sin evil? made three things guilt, pain, 
and the justice which connects them. Now the guilt certainly evil 
itself, and the the justice doubtless good, else would not 
just. But what good for? justice denotes simply 
that guilt and pain are good for each other. The example punishment 
may happen also good for other beings; but this added consid- 
eration, extrinsic, and can never create the justice itself. Rather the need 
exemplary punishment, whether restrain the vicious, encourage 
the virtuous, indicates just much imperfection and evil.” 27. 


Now, waiving other errors (as they seem us) this 
statement, why say exemplary punishment?” not the 
need any punishment “just much imperfection and 
But this does not prevent some punishment from existing. 
How can show that will prevent “exemplary punish- 
ment?” says again: 

sin and pain eternal fact without eternal necessity? 
not necessary, then why actual? said that man, absolutely immor- 
tal, shall sin forever, maugre God’s efforts change his sinful purpose, 


then imposes immortal necessity upon God and this becomes 
eternal necessity, the eternal reason for such immortality.” 28. 


Waiving, again, other objections which might make 
this statement, intended represent the received 
views the orthodox, simply ask: How come sin and 
pain exist all? not necessary why actual?” But 
they are actual. And they can actual without impos- 
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ing upon God any necessity the author’s dualistic sense, 
then who shall undertake say what measure they may 
actual? might fill pages with quotations pas- 
sages where the same fallacy quantity for quality pre- 
vails. quotes from Whately the following passage 


main difficulty not the amount evil that exists, but the exist- 
ence any Any, even the smallest portion quite unac- 
countable, supposing the same amount good can obtained without that 
evil; and why not attainable, more than are able explain. 
And there some reason why cannot understand, why small 
amount evil unavoidable, there may be, for aught know, the same 
reason for greater amount. will undertake explain any one the 
final condemnation the wicked, will explain the existence 
the wicked will explain why God does not cause all those die 
‘in the cradle, whom foresees that when they grow they will lead 
sinful life. The thing cannot and better rest satis- 
fied with knowing much God has thought fit teach us, than try 
our strength against mysteries which will but deride our weakness.” p.147.! 


this point vital importance, looked with 
little interest for the author’s answer. This extends over 
about five pages. Omitting that part which occu- 
pied with reciting the opinions others, the following his 
train argument. first lays down the true principle 
that the distinction evil much little, lasting fleet- 
ing, will almost worthless can derived from 
principle. essentially that which ought not 
How, then, can its actual ‘temporary existence wrong, 
and its eternal existence forbidden? brings the 
question whether God permits evil? how, why ?”? 
comes the conclusion that sin exists permission 
that does not compromise the divine integrity; permis- 
sion not moral, and denoting God’s complacence sanc- 
tion, but physical. God freely grants the power perform 
what earnestly deprecates, and absolutely forbids.”3 
far well. But after expanding some length this idea 
the divine permission sin, comes the following extra- 
ordinary conclusion 


Quoted from Scripture Revelations Future State, Lecture 


Hf 
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reader will once perceive that our doctrine the permission 
sin looks the denial its eternity resulting from event 
could begin only the hazard eternal continuance, its admission 
must involve the eternal counsels. could not then exist merely di- 
vine sufferance. would then established and permanent.” 151. 


This strange logic. How can sin exist temporarily any 
more than e/ernally, without involving the divine counsels 
Why cannot sin exist eternally well temporarily di- 
vine sufferance? means, suppose does, that 
sin not properly part God’s plan, but simply incident 
through the wrong action which permits but does 
not sanction, this may true eternal temporary 
evil. says afterwards that moral evil “limited and 
temporary,” 

may then truly say that inheres principle, and finds 
sanction. neither God’s choice nor his necessity. only in- 
cident his majestic forbearance. lingers between life and death, being 
and not-being. transient because transitional, and pertaining 
system. not the Creator, but the creature not the Infinite, 
but the finite; not the Eternal, how then can attain eternity 
152. 

author’s own showing the elements sin, actual phe- 
nomenon God’s moral government, are, first, the free moral 
nature finite beings; secondly, God’s sufférance, but not 
sanction, the abuse this free nature wrong doing. 
Does not this gift such nature inhere general prin- 
ciple, and pertain general system? And does not 
God’s sufferance its self-perversion inhere alike also 
general principle, and pertain alike general system 
moral government, whether the evil suffered temporary 
eternal? sin’s lingering between life and death, be- 
ing and not-being,” that assuming the very point issue. 
But sin, says, “is not the eternal, how can attain 
eternity ask turn: sin not the eternal, how 
can attain any being all? But has being, and 
choose that its authors should live forever, why may not 
sin also endure forever 
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The above the substance all that has urge 
against Whately’s reasoning, and wholly inconclusive. 
The fallacy quantitative argument, where sound logic 
demanded qualitative, remains. 


Infinite guilt. have never been willing rest the 
doctrine eternal punishment any other foundation than 
the declarations God’s word. think, nevertheless, that 
they who seek philosophical explanation the infi- 
nite demerit sin, have the best the argument, and have 
never yet been refuted. Our author’s objection the doc- 
trine infinite guilt for substance this: that since man 
finite being, everything that pertains his character 
must finite also; that can have neither infinite merit 
nor demerit, because can neither love nor hate God infi- 
nitely. essential the argument that distin- 
guish between the infinite, which admits neither 
increase nor decrease, and the relatively infinite, namely, 
what surpasses every finite limit. absolutely infinite 
belongs God alone, and admits comparison. Not 
the relatively infinite. mathematics two quantities 
may each infinite, the sense being unlimited, and 
yet the one may twice great the other, also may 
the demerit all sin infinite the same sense, and.yet 
the guilt one man twice great that another, 
his own guilt some past time. That the demerit 
finite being can absolutely infinite, admitting neither 
increase nor comparison, course absurd. But may 
exceed every finite measure. which all for which 
contend, understand the author himself admit. 

imperative. Its language not that mere counsel and ad- 
vice, but command. Man not told simply that for his interest 
right, but ought right. obligation not himself alone 
has any right forego his own pleasure interest, has right 
omit single duty and amount enjoyment secured, pain 


avoided, can give him such right. possible consideration expe- 
diency can make wrong right. compromise possible between duty 


and the neglect it. Moral law holds parley, makes bargain, forms 


“a 
\ i 
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treaty stipulations, with him who refuses obey. sets price 
transgression. Obedience better than sacrifice, however great. Though 
one should offer thousands rams, ten thousands rivers oil, ten 
thousand worlds, wealth suffering, the claim duty would not 
done away. finite measure penance can abrogate it. Above all 
bartering calculation reward and penalty, conscience sits infinitely su- 
the voice God himself, telling have right lose the 
one, incur the other. Still less have right complain, un- 
dutiful curiosity respecting the measure penalty has not been gratified, 
and find it, the last, greater than can bear? should 

Very wellsaid! This, tells us, was fora time his 
theodocy.” wish might return it. But has 
abandoned it, and that the ground that penalty not 
satisfaction kind; and cannot made being in- 
creased degree, even infinitely. Penalty sanction. 
Measured suffering the mulct fine which law imposes, 
which may also warning and admonition but not 
the nature payment, that should any better in- 
finite than And the same page says: “If 
man could made into infinite being, that could 
endure infinite penalty moment time, that would 
not restore him innocence, meet the demand law. 
Infinite penalty more satisfaction than finite pen- 
alty.” 

Now that penalty satisfaction kind, sane man 
holds. law demands obedience and nothing but obe- 
dience obedience. But what does this truism prove? 
the author held, with some, that all penalty the nature 
discipline, having for its sole end the reformation the 
offender, might avail himself this argument. But ad- 
mitting, does, the doctrine proper penalty, which 
does not reform but destroys, can make legitimate use 
it. conceded all hands that penalty does not 
satisfy the requirement the divine law, which obedience 
then, according his reasoning, why inflict any penalty, 
aside from reformatory The answer obvious. 
Penalty does and must satisfy the divine justice. God 


92. 
XV. No. 59. 
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vindicates his own holy character and the sanctity his law; 
thus putting, not the sinner, but himself and his everlasting 
government right the eyes his intelligent creatures. Now 
dictate reason that the penalty should bear just 
proportion the offence. the latter cannot measured 
any finite amount penal suffering (which the author 
admits true), our reason cannot see why such suffer- 
ing may not that (since must each 
successive moment finite degree) without end. brings 
forward, indeed, distinction between the absolute and the 
infinite. Duty, affirms, absolute, but not 
This, understand him aright, other than the dis- 
tinction which have already made between the abso- 
lutely and the relatively duty absolute, then, 
compared with any finite measure, infinite. Though 
cannot comprehend infinite guilt the 
sense the term, can know ourselves guilty be- 
yond measure, and therefore deserving penalty beyond 
measure. 

Such, seems the argument from human rea- 
son and although, already remarked, make 
nothing authoritative but the declarations holy writ. 


immortality the author discusses under the head the 
scriptural But plainly extra-scriptural. 
There philosophy which, ascribing everything the 
immediate efficiency God, virtually annihilates the dis- 
tinction between the natural and the supernatural. 
making everything supernatural, makes everything natural. 
But the commonly received philosophy recognizes true dis- 
tinction between the two. Natural immortality suppose 
that which can destroyed none the powers 
which God has put into nature, but only the same divine 
power which gave being. Now whatever true the 
soul this respect, matter which lies outside the 


92, 
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revelations Scripture. Snow and frost and ice come 
the powers nature, yet the Psalmist ascribes them imme- 
diately God. giveth snow like wool; scattereth 
the hoar-frost like ashes casteth forth his ice like mor- 
can expect find the Bible only simple de- 
clarations concerning man’s coming from the will 
God, and these find. Why the Scriptures insist 
abundantly the divine self-existence and immortality 
manifest. God’s being the ground all other being, 
and the belief underlies all religion. But man’s des- 
tiny, respects the future world, though the knowledge 
highly desirable, does not constitute the foundation 
religion, and know, matter history, that, be- 
fore the advent our Lord, the inspired writers maintained 
remarkable reserve respecting it. very surprising, 
therefore, that our author should put the doctrines the di- 
vine existence and that man’s “natural 


now these two are the cardinal truths religion, should expect 
them receive similar treatment, the Revelation the divine character 
and human destiny. one these doctrines stated explicitly and 
categorically, should expect the same the other. one them 
not directly stated, but explicitly assumed, with frequent mention al- 
lusion, should expect the same the other,” etc. 162. 


Upon this head will only add that all believers reve- 
lation admit, that, matter fact, the death the body 
does not destroy the soul. From this consideration, well 
from others philosophical nature which omit, the 
natural immortality the soul, the sense above explained, 
inferred with high degree probability. But this 
can ascertain the doctrine Scripture the final des- 
tiny the righteous and the wicked. come next, 
therefore, consider 


Psalm 147: 16. 
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vindicates his own holy character and the sanctity his 
thus putting, not the sinner, but himself and his everlasting 
government right the eyes his intelligent creatures. Now 
dictate reason that the penalty should bear just 
proportion the offence. the latter cannot measured 
any finite amount penal suffering (which the author 
admits true), our reason cannot see why such 
ing may not that (since must each 
successive moment finite degree) without end. brings 
forward, indeed, distinction between the absolute and the 
infinite. Duty, affirms, absolute, but not 
This, understand him aright, other than the dis- 
tinction which have already made between the abso- 
lutely and the relatively infinite. duty absolute, then, 
compared with any finite measure, Though 
cannot comprehend feel infinite guilt the absolute 
sense the term, can know ourselves guilty be- 
yond measure, and therefore deserving penalty beyond 
measure. 

Such, seems us, the argument from human rea- 
son and although, already remarked, make 
nothing authoritative but the declarations holy writ. 


Natural immortality. The question man’s “natural 
immortality the author discusses under the head the 
scriptural argument.” But plainly extra-scriptural. 
There philosophy which, ascribing everything the 
immediate God, virtually annihilates the dis- 
tinction between the natural and the supernatural. 
making everything supernatural, makes everything natural. 
But the commonly received philosophy recognizes true dis- 
tinction between the two. Natural immortality suppose 
that which can destroyed none the powers 
which God has put into nature, but only the same divine 
power which gave being. Now whatever true the 
soul this respect, matter which lies outside the 
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revelations Scripture. Snow and frost and ice come 
the powers nature, yet the Psalmist ascribes them imme- 
diately God. giveth snow like wool; scattereth 
the hoar-frost like ashes casteth forth his ice like mor- 
can expect find the Bible only simple de- 
clarations concerning man’s coming from the will 
God, and these find. Why the Scriptures insist 
abundantly the divine self-existence and immortality 
manifest. God’s being the ground all other being, 
and the belief underlies all religion. But man’s des- 
tiny, respects the future world, though the knowledge 
highly desirable, does not constitute the foundation 
religion, and know, matter history, that, be- 
fore the advent our Lord, the inspired writers maintained 
remarkable reserve respecting it. very surprising, 
therefore, that our author should put the doctrines the di- 
vine existence and that man’s “natural 


“Tf now these two are the cardinal truths religion, should expect 
them receive similar treatment, the Revelation the divine character 
and human destiny. one these doctrines stated explicitly and 
categorically, should expect the same the other. one them 
not directly stated, but explicitly assumed, with frequent mention al- 
lusion, should expect the same the other,” ete. 162. 


Upon this head will only add that all believers reve- 
lation admit, that, matter fact, the death the body 
does not destroy the soul. From this consideration, well 
from others philosophical nature which omit, the 
natural immortality the soul, the sense above explained, 
inferred with high degree probability. But this 
can ascertain the doctrine Scripture the final des- 
tiny the righteous and the wicked. come next, 
therefore, consider 


Psalm 147: 16. 
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Tue ARGUMENT. 


Under this division propose state succinctly the 
ous positions and statements the author. 


the usage certain terms. 


Various terms employed the writers the Old Tes- 
tament lower and mostly physical sense, are, well 
known, transferred the writers the New Testament 
higher sense. these, such words Paradise, Zion, Ge- 
henna, are familiar examples. “Even the Old Testament, 
the term Zion elevated the prophets from its original 
geographical use high meaning while, the 
New Testament, Mount Zion becomes symbol for the 
church universal. all such cases insist upon the origi- 
nal lower meaning against the obvious higher application, 
would absurd. Because, for example, the original Zion 
was nothing but hill Jerusalem, this does not prove that 
the Mount Zion the New Testament hill any sense. 
must what the attributes ascribed make it. 
the aid this simple principle let examine few these 


This the Hebrew valley Hin- 
nom, more fully, "2, valley the son Hinnom, ly- 
ing south Jerusalem, and infamous for the human sacri- 
fices there offered Moloch. Josiah defiled this place, 
probably with human bones; and, according the common 
view, became thenceforward the receptacle all manner 
filth, which worms revelled, and consume which 
fire was kept constantly burning. supposed that 
came used image the place future pun- 
ishment. This representation not altogether certain. 

the Greek yeévva, always rendered our version and thus confounded 
with which (with single exception, Cor. rendered the same 


word. The the New Testament answers the the Old. 
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seems more probable that, Vitringa this 
usage comes from two passages Isaiah (30: 33. 66: 24), 
both which the Jewish interpreters referred the punish- 
ment the wicked the world come, and which must 
plainly taken higher than the literal sense. the 
former these For Tophet” which they rightly 
understand the same the valley Hinnom) 
“is prepared also for the king made ready 
hath made deep and broad; its pile fire and wood 
abundance; the breath Jehovah, like stream brim- 
stone, doth kindle it,” they understood the prophet repre- 
senting, the words Jarchi, into which every 
one who deceives himself his lust the latter 
passage And they shall forth,” that is, the men who 
have come Jerusalem worship (ver. 23), “and look 
upon the carcasses the men who have transgressed against 
for their worm shall not die, and their fire shall not 
quenched; and they shall abhorrence all flesh,” they 
understand, like manner, the fire and the worm repre- 
senting the punishment the wicked the world come. 
For the very reason that the fire and the worm are sym- 
bolic, not literal, both can exist together; and, for the same 
reason, both can prey upon their victims without end. 
would the merest trifling say that because, the case 
literal carcass, fire and worms not torment, but de- 
stroy, therefore the symbolical fire and worm hell are in- 
struments, not pain, but Rather must 
reverently inquire what God has revealed this awful 
subject. 

the Jewish doctors, they not all hold the same 


Com. Isa. 66: 24. 

Literally, from yesterday used here, elsewhere, past time indefi- 
nitely). Hence the Rabbinic conceit that the fire Gehenna was created the 
second day creation, which had only yesterday before it. This fair sample 
the unspeakable puerility their interpretations Scripture. 

The Rabbinic idea altogether different. Isaac said: The worm 
painful the dead man needle live Wetstein Mark 
44, 46, 48. 
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opinion concerning the punishment the wicked Ge- 
Some teach that the punishment hell inflicted 
upon the souls the wicked their separate and 
such seem restrict the resurrection the body the 
With this agree the statements Josephus re- 
specting the doctrine the Pharisees also believe 
that souls have immortal and that beneath the 
ground there are rewards and punishments those who 
have practised virtue wickedness life and that those 
one class eternal prison appointed, but those 
the other class the living again.”* And again: 
every soul indeed incorruptible, but that the soul 
the good alone passes into another body, while that the 
punished with eternal penalty.” 

Another opinion resurrection will include all 
are divided, théday judgment, into three 
companies wholly righteous the 
wholly wicked and the middle 
wholly righteous are enrolled and sealed immediately for 
eternal life. The wholly wicked are enrolled and sealed im- 
mediately for Gehenna, according that declaration 
Many them that sleep the dust the earth shall 
awake, some everlasting life,and some shame and 
everlasting But the middle class shall descend 
into Gehenna wailing, and shall ascend [thence], 
said And will bring the third part them through the 


See Meier’s Annotations the Seder Olam the statement Abarbanel. 
1108, 1109. 

But here also there are conflicting statements. below. 

which may also rendered relief. 

Jewish War, II. Chap. The doctrine the Essenes also was, 
according Josephus, that souls, being immortal, endure forever, though they 
connected with false Gnostic ideas. Jewish War, above, Chap. 8.11. The 
authority Josephus the main question, that the immortality souls and 
eternal rewards and punishments held the Pharisees, unimpeachable. 
Our author has been able allege nothing valid against it. 

Found the Talmud, Rosh the Sedar Olam, Chap. 
similar account. 

Dan. 12: 
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fire, and will refine them silver refined, and will try 
them gold tried they shall call name, and 
will hear Other quotations are added, which 
not necessary torepeat here. Returning the wholly wicked, 
the account distributes them again, not formally but really, 
into two classes. The former, containing transgressors 
Israel,” and the transgressors the Gentiles,” descend into 
Gehenna, and are punished twelve months but 
ter twelve months their body perishes and their soul 
burned and the wind scatters them under the 
soles the feet the righteous, said: And shall 
tread down the wicked for they shall ashes under the soles 
your The remaining class sinners, whom 
enumeration given including heretics, traitors, Epicu- 
reans, deniers the law, etc., and ending with 
the son Nebat and his companions,” descend into Ge- 
said: And they shall forth and look upon the carcasses 
the men that have transgressed against me; for their 
worm shall not die, and their fire shall not quenched and 
they shall abhorrence unto all 


This the Gemara tells the doctrine the school Sham- 
mai respecting the class. But the school Hillel teaches that God, who 
always inclines mercy, releases them from the penalty descending into 
Gehenna. 

the Seder Olam occurs this variation: After twelve months, the 
transgressors Israel who have transgressed the law and the commandments, 
their soul shall decay and their body shall perish and they shall 
reduced ashes. And Gehenna shall cast them out, and the wind shall seat- 
ter them,” ete. 

Mal. 4:3. Their purification seems last twelve months. See below. 

the Seder Olam: Gehenna shall before them, and they shall 
punished the midst forever and ever,” ete. 

There is, however, still another view, viz. that the resurrection ‘the 
after they have appeared shame and abomination and contempt be- 
fore all the living” (in allusion Dan. 12: 2), “shall return death” (that is, 
respects their bodies), but their spirit and soul shall return Gehenna, 
which was the opinions the Jewish Rabbies, 
quoted Meier, Annotations the Seder Olam, 1108. This gives 
the opinion Maimonides, but adds: their opinion may have been that 
the wicked will not rise the judgment, nor return life, but will always 
remain Gehenna the future time also.” 


640 The Scriptural Doctrine Future 


The fiction twelve months’ punishment the Jews de- 
rive from fanciful interpretation Isa. 66: 23, which 
they have long disquisitions. did not, however, rest 
wholly exegetical grounds, will manifest from the 
following extract, which copy from Meier’s Annotations 
the Seder Olam, referring apparently the purifica- 
tion the middle class: “This punishment, whether 
pertain the body alone, the soul with the body, 
the soul alone, differs according each one’s state and con- 
dition. For cannot that whom are partly good 
qualities and partly evil, should eternally tortured with 
those extreme torments which have been mentioned for, af- 
ter the lapse certain time, that punishment will cease 
when that habit sinning shall have been wholly 
wiped away and abolished perpetual oblivion, which ac- 
cording our doctors memory, will the time 
twelve beg the reader notice here, 
first, that the writer bases his argument the assumed un- 
reasonableness endless punishment for any but the worst 
sinners. cannot be,” secondly, that and all the 
other Jewish writers understand eternal punishment, not 
eternal misery. those who, according 
the above figment, are reduced ashes the end twelve 
months and scattered the wind, expressly said they 
are punished twelve months.” may well remember 
this, since the author under review, who frequently quotes 
the opinions the Jewish doctors, endeavors maintain 
that eternal punishment may understand the eternal 
loss life annihilation. this the Jewish usage 
directly against him, are the principles sound 

Our readers are, trust, convinced this time, that 
this momentous subject the Jewish schools have each its 


Annotations, 290. 

the Talmud (Sanhedrim, Chap. 11) enumeration those who have 
all who are excluded from the Paradise the righteous, whatever may their 
particular destiny, point which, have seen, the Jewish doctors are not 
agreed. 
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dream and its The writers the New Tes- 
tament, retaining the main ideas Gehenna place 
positive punishment, and fire symbol torment, re- 
ject the confusions and contradictions and false distinctions 
the Rabbis, and unfold the truth, far nec- 
essary that should know it. 

Life and death. primitive constitution God’s 
moral government over man, was announced the re- 
ward obedience, and death the penalty transgression. 
else may have been comprehended under this latter 
term, certainly included the death the body. was 
that great public act which God visibly laid upon man 
the penalty sin. But that the penalty would have ended 
here, have not the least warrant for affirming. Death 
does not now, under economy grace, close the history 
man, and have right say that without such 
economy would have closed it. That would have had 
for its proper sequel eternity misery, such that. 
the fallen angels, ground for denying. fur- 
ther noticed that death began true sense with 
transgression. Not only did man fall under its penalty out- 
wardly, condemned culprit, the day when sinned, 
inwardly also. Death began work both his body 
and his soul; steadily conducting the former the dust 
out which was taken, and making the latter continually 
more and more vessel wrath fitted destruction.” 

accordance with this comprehensive idea, the words 
life and death are abundantly used the New Testament. 
Men are represented now dead dead sin, dead God 
and such, under his wrath and 
curse. And this present death has for its sequel the second 
death. Both are, those who remain out Christ, indi- 
visible parts one terrible whole. like manner the con- 
verted sinner’s life begins inthis world the very day when 


Maimonides says: They have greatly confused themselves, that you 
hardly find one man who has explained the matter well” (Commentary 
Sanhedrim, Chap. 11). This says the whole Rabbinic doctrine rewards 
and 


ad 

. 

‘ 

4 


642 The Scriptural Doctrine Future 


is, through repentance and faith, united and 
completed the resurrection. has now his soul the 
dawn eternal life and the dawn not only ushers the 
day, but itself part it. illustrate this, let con- 
sider few passages the New 

will first direct the reader’s attention the following 
words, which occur our Lord’s discourse the syna- 
gogue Capernaum 

Then said Jesus unto them, Verily, verily, say unto you, Except 
eat the flesh the Son man, and drink his blood, have life you. 
Whoso eateth flesh, and drinketh blood, hath eternal life; and will 
raise him the last day. For flesh meat indeed, and blood 
drink indeed. that eateth flesh, and drinketh blood, dwelleth 
me, and him. the living Father hath sent me, and live the 
Father that eateth me, even shall live me. This that 
bread which came down from heaven; not your fathers did eat manna, 
and are dead; that eateth this bread shall live forever.” John 

The words Except eat the flesh the Son man, 
and drink his blood, have life you,” have for their 
converse: that eateth flesh, and drinketh blood, 
hath eternal life that begins the believer’s 
soul, the moment begins feed Christ, the living 
bread, more fully expressed the fifty-fifth verse “He 
that eateth flesh, and drinketh blood, dwelleth 
and him.” Whoever enjoys this blessed union with 
Christ has life him has present possession. 
the beginning eternal life, and will completed the 
resurrection. Hence our Saviour adds the declaration that 
“hath eternal life “and will raise him the last 
day.” life does not begin the resurrection, but 
then has its consummation. 'The last clause the above 
passage: Not your fathers did eat manna, and are dead: 
that eateth this bread shall live forever,” explained 
another remarkable declaration our Lord, uttered when 
was the way the grave Lazarus, and which beau- 
tifully connects the believer’s present life Christ with its 
final consummation the resurrection his body. 


Jesus saith unto her, Thy brother shall rise again. Martha saith unto 
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him, know that shall rise again the resurrection the last day. 
Jesus saith unto her, the resurrection and the life; that believeth 
me, though die, shall And every one that liveth, and believ- 
eth me, shall not die forever.” John 11: 23—26. 


Our Saviour here, elsewhere, designedly employs the 
words life and death two-fold sense, the lower and the 
his body, shall yet live. Death him shall 
shall not interrupt the life his soul Christ, and the 
resurrection shall abolished every sense. Many 
similar declarations our will readily recur the 
reader; as, for example, the following: that heareth 
word, and believeth him that sent me, hath eternal 
life, and cometh not into condemnation; but has passed 
from death unto The transition from death life 
has already taken place his soul; and life Christ brings 
with itself justification also through Christ; written: 
There therefore now condemnation them that are 


prefer this simple literal rendering the other: 
though were dead, shall live, which would more properly be: 
(compare Luke 15: respects the main point, however, this anes- 
sential. 

Compare Matt. 10: 39: that findeth his life shall lose it: and that 
loseth his life for sake shall find it” unto life eternal,” John 12: 
commentary the Mishna (Sanhedrim, Cap. 11) passage 
which exhibits striking agreement with the above words our Saviour, 
respect the two-fold use the words and death. After affirming that the 
resurrection belongs the righteous alone, adds: But how shall the wicked 
live again, since even when among the living they are dead; [our 
have said: The wicked, even when among the living, are called dead; the 
righteous, even when among the dead, are called living.” 

John the see for refutation the false 
position Bretschneider the excellent remarks Wette: the very act 
believing has passed. This Perfect here, 3:18; John 14; 
retained its proper sense (als solches).” explains 
spiritual death,” with references John 8:6; and adds: 
this certainly has for its condition not only bodily death and all the misery 
sin, but also the so-called second death, damnation: also there necessarily 
lies the words the root and hope the resurrection, 
the idea, when restrict this. Com. loco. 

Rom. 
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The apostle his own peculiar way, describes 
two-fold present death, each with its appropriate sequel. 
There first death sin, which, continue, must, 
the resurrection the unjust, end death its fullest and 
most awful sense. Then there death sin, which has 
for its necessary counterpart resurrection God and holi- 
ness, with the glorious issue eternal life the resurrec- 
tion the just. true, the work before maintains, 
that, both these senses, respect always had the 
issues the judgment. But equally true that 
multitude passages not possible restrict the words 
life and death, mere prolepsis, the events the re- 
surrection. would involve contradictions and 
absurdities without end. might refer Eph. 1—6, 
and the whole the sixth chapter the epistle the Ro- 
mans, where the apostle’s too explicit mis- 
understood. But will restrict ourselves 
sages the epistle the Colossians. exhibiting the 
glorious nature and results our union with Christ, 
says 

whom also circumcised with circumcision not made with 
hands, putting off the body the sins the flesh, the circumcision 
Christ buried with him baptism, whom also have been raised 
along with him through the faith the operation 
God who hath raised him from the dead. And you being dead? tres- 


passes and the your flesh, hath made alive together 
with him, having forgiven you all trespasses.” ch. 11—13. 


manifest that the not made with 
hands,” and the resurrection and with Christ, are coé- 
val time. They have both taken place, and they both im- 
ply previous state death sin, and resurrection from 
that death, through Christ, Accord- 


denoting the latter act process. See Rom. Eph. 
Matt. 22: Let the dead bury their dead,” which cannot explained 

simply meaning those doomed 

This spiritual resurrection, which has for its sequel the resurrection the 
body and the full glory heaven the last day, always represented taking 
place with Christ where the preposition 


wy j 
| 
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ingly says little further “If have died 
vere) with Christ from the elements the world, why 
living the world are subject And 
the beginning the next then have been 
raised with Christ, seek those things which are above, where 
Christ sitteth the right hand and immediately 
afterwards: For have died” died with 
Christ this world and sin (ch. 20) your life 
hid with Christ passage which our author has 
wholly from not considering its con- 
nection with the preceding context. 

And precisely because the sacted writers regard this spir- 
itual death the world and sin, with its accompanying 
resurrection God and holiness, connected with the 
resurrection the last day that the two are but parts 
one glorious whole, they slide easily and almost insensi- 
bly from the one the other. the passage last quoted, 
have illustration this. For are dead” 
begins with that death the world and all its vanity 
which believers have already undergone and your life 
hid with Christ God.” This death the world and sin 
has introduced them new life with Christ. But this 
they have now only the full glory hid with 
Christ God. See how his mind goes, like flash light- 
ning, from the present spiritual resurrection believers 
the resurrection the last day! adds: “when 
Christ, who our life, shall appear, then shall also ap- 
pear with him the sublime passage, John 
21—29, there the same play the mind between the two 
ideas. the superficial reader seems like confusion, 


not only union with Christ, but similitude. Once the point similitude seems 
the abolishing sin, though different ways (Rom. 10, 11, compared with 
Heb. 26). more general sense, however, not merely the abolishing 
sin, but also all that suffering which the conflict with sin, implied our 
dying and being crucified the world, exposes us. Compare Tim. 
11, 12: For have died with Christ shall also live 
with suffer, shall also reign with him.” 
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whereas but blending the parts which are, the 
economy grace, indivisible. 

now, trust, abundantly manifest that the writers 
the New Testament employ the words death and life 
denote present spiritual condition the always, how- 
ever, with reference the final destiny connected with this 
condition, which destiny also itself expressed the same 
terms. With respect the sinner, now living death, 
and therefore argument can drawn from the term it- 
self show why should not such death hereafter. 
Analogy, the contrary, points wholly death sinful- 
ness and misery, not annihilation. 

The second death. This expression, borrowed from the 
usage the Jewish doctors, occurs four times the Apoca- 
lypse. Since the inspired penman has given, shall see, 
exact definition the sense which uses it, need 
not here pause consider the various ideas attached 
the Jewish writers. 


Passages Scripture examined. 


The way now fully prepared for the examination 
some passages Scripture. Here need only bear 
mind the following simple rules: 

First, the Scriptures employ the language common 
life, and are interpreted accordingly. Philosophical 
definitions and metaphysical distinctions are not sought 
them. 

Secondly, the first and obvious meaning Christ and his 
apostles, must have been understood their hearers 
readers, and they must have known that would 
understood, is, course, the true meaning not some inter- 
pretation that afterwards forced upon their language from 

considerations. This true meaning may indeed 
cover some deep principle which but feebly apprehended 
the time. other words, the language inspired men 
may have greater fulness meaning than those whom 
originally addressed are able apprehend. Yet this 
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meaning legitimately contained it, needing only 
true development that may brought light. 

Thirdly, comparing different passages Scripture 
which treat the same doctrine, the obscure and ambiguous 
always explained that which clear and 

Fourthly, always pertinent inquire what were the 
received ideas the persons addressed, or, least, ideas 
with which they were familiar. Yet cannot suppose that 
our Saviour and his apostles accommodated their teaching 
the false notions the age. the contrary, they sepa- 
rated the true from the false, shedding new light upon the 
while they rejected the latter. 

With the aid these few plain rules, which are not orig- 
inal with us, shall loss determine what the 
New Testament teaches the momentous question now 
under consideration. 


The Rich man and may once con- 
ceded that this parable, and not real history. But the 
lips our Lord the whole force parable consists 
illustrating true principle. Whether the parable the Phar- 
isee and the publican was, was not based, literal his- 

toric event, consequence. either case teaches 
the same great doctrine. Just the parable now under 
consideration. And that doctrine too obvious mis- 
apprehended. ingenious fancy might invent fifty modes 
explaining away,’ but would still remain perfectly 
plain that our Lord intended apply the condition 
men’s souls after death. 

may conceded, again, that the fire which this rich 
man tormented, with the other drapery the parable, 
symbolical. Since disembodied spirit, would seem 
that must understood. But the thing symbolized 
cannot less terrible than the symbol itself. 


Luke 16: 19—31. 

Such, for example, that the the parable represent the call- 
ing into the church bosom) the Gentiles, the publicans and 
sinners” represented Lazarus, and the rejection the scribes and pharisees 
for whom the rich man stands. 
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conceded, once more, that this man Hades 
not Gehenna The scene laid be- 
fore the final judgment, for his five brethren are yet living 
earth. are not certain, however, that our Lord meant 
stress upon this distinction. very possible that 
intended simply represent the awful reverse the con- 
dition wicked men after death, taken whole. But 
the distinction between Hades and Gehenna insisted on, 
this only makes the representation ten-fold more terrible. 
For the New Testament teaches, beyond the possibility 
doubt, that the happiness the righteous and the misery 
the wicked are consummated, not the intermediate state, 
but the resurrection. when Christ comes glori- 
fied his saints, that also takes vengeance them that 
know not God. now this rich man, tormented the 
flame Hades and asking yain for drop water 
cool his tongue, yet waiting horror for the day 
Christ’s vengeance, what must that vengeance! Can 
the everlasting cessation all suffering annihilation 
believe such contradiction impossible. 

The reader especially requested notice the fact that 
this parable fire employed, entire accordance with 
Jewish usage, the symbol torment, not destruction: 
“Tam tormented this flame.” intimation given 
that this torment there any approach towards annihila- 
tion. the contrary his state misery represented 
fixed: Between and you there great gulf fixed: 
that they which would pass from hence you, cannot; 
neither can they pass us, that would come from 
—and there left. 


Parable the tares the The scene this 
parable expressly placed the end the world: 
harvest the end the world; and the reapers are the an- 
Our Saviour proceeds say: 


therefore the tares are gathered and burned the fire; shall 
the end this world. The Son man shall send forth his angels, and 


26. Matt. 13: 24—30, 


| 
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they shall gather out his kingdom all things that offend, and them which 
iniquity and shall cast them into furnace fire: there shall wail- 
ing and gnashing teeth. Then shall the righteous shine forth the sun 
the kingdom their Father. Who hath ears hear, let him hear. 


The “furnace fire” here the same the Gehenna 
and Gehenna whose “fire not quenched.”? 
the parable the rich man and Lazarus have seen that 
fire symbolizes the infliction suffering. without 
express declaration our Lord, might reasonably infer 
that must have the same significance here. Why the fact 
the resurrection should change the nature the symbol 
cannot see. But the Saviour himself explains what 
means. says, “shall wailing and gnash- 
ing Where? Plainly the furnace fire, 
and the effect being cast into it. But wailing and 
gnashing teeth represent misery, not annihilation. 
argue from the effect literal fire upon literal tares wholly 
irrelevant. can only take from the symbol the general 
idea perdition, leaving its manner defined the 
declarations Scripture. The final doom the wicked 
quite often represented the figures casting away, 
bad fish casting out into the outer darkness shutting out 
and with this very addition: “there shall 
wailing and gnashing its equivalent: “there 
shall weeping and gnashing all which pas- 
sages the idea manifestly that rejection and banishment 
from presence, with the misery that accompanies such 
condition, and this perdition, the most awful sense 
the word. 


“If thy hand offend thee, cut 
off: better for thee enter into life maimed, than hav- 
ing two hands into hell, into the fire that never shall 
quenched: where their worm dieth not, and the fire not 
quenched,” The passage which the form 
words: where their worm dieth not, and the fire not 
quenched,” borrowed, has already been considered large. 

Matt. 22. Mark 43—48. Matt. 13: 47—50. 


Matt. 25: 30. Luke 13: 25—28. 66: 24. 
55* 
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The Jews understood jt, have seen, the final doom 
the wicked Gehenna; and whatever may have been 
the primary reference the words (which can never have 
been meant taken literally the carcasses the 
wicked), our Lord here applies them the final judgment. 
this application their meaning too plain mistaken. 
fire that cannot quenched. But the phrase admits 
manifold applications, which must determined each from 
the nature the city unquenchable fire 
once understood one that must burn the city 
But this addition (which also limitation) 
does not belong the phrase itself. supply from the 
known fire burning city. Suppose, now, that 
the rich man Hades, instead petitioning for drop 
water, had asked that some sent quench 
the which was tormented, and Abraham had 
answered, “It unquenchable fire;” this could mean 
nothing but fire which must suffer without end, be- 
cause there the office fire torment. The man who should 
argue from the use the phrase, applied bundle 
tares burning city, that must mean fire which must 
burn till had the rich man, would thought 
out his senses. Just the passage under con- 
sideration, the fire that never can quenched the fire 
that produces wailing and gnashing cast 
into such fire suffer without end. And precisely be- 
cause symbolic, and not fire, joined with 
the worm where their worm dieth not, and the fire not 
quenched” that is, where the worm and the fire, both sym- 
bols divine vengeance, prey upon their victim without 
end. This truth one the deepest concern every man, 
and well worthy solemn three-fold repetition from the 
lips our Lord. 


Account the last Here have first the 
sentence the wicked: Depart from me, cursed, into 
everlasting fire, prepared for the devil and his and 


Matt. 25: 31—46 


then the explicit definition this everlasting fire everlast- 
ing punishment: shall away into everlasting 
Our author says with reason: This 
the most important all the passages supposed 
the eternal suffering, and imply the immortality, the 
lost.”? may add that our Lord’s solemn announce- 
ment the doom the wicked the last day. sub- 
ject such momentous interest might have been expected 
that would use plain and simple language, and find 
that has actually done so. That meaning which lies upon 
the face his words, and must naturally have been appre- 
hended his hearers, the meaning which intended 
not some recondite sense ingeniously drawn from learned 
philological discussions. Now the Jews our Lord’s day 
were familiar with the idea prison fire pre- 
pared for the punishment the wicked. has been shown 
that they understood place pain and misery. 
The very distinctions made some their doctors puri- 
fire for the middle class, twelve months’ 
punishment for common sinners, and eternal punishment 
for those guilty certain great crimes these distinctions, 
whether they were, were not known our Lord’s hear- 
ers, show how deep-seated and universal was the idea 
hell-fire infliction penal suffering. When, therefore, 
our Saviour announced them that the final judgment 
the wicked should sentenced everlasting fire, and more- 
over defined this mean that they should suffer everlasting 
punishment, what could they understand but that they 
undergo eternal punishment the proper sense the words 
the eternal fire hell 

Our author explains eternal fire mean, not fire which 
burns forever, but that which destroys utterly and 
This interpretation itself forced and unnatural, and for 
this reason rejected. never think describing 
the duration fire that its effects. man would 
call fire perpetual, because had reduced city per- 
petual destruction. The alleged example from Jude: 


° 
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The Jews understood have seen, the final doom 
the wicked Gehenna; and whatever may have been 
the primary reference the words (which can never have 
been meant taken literally the carcasses the 
wicked), our Lord here applies them the final judgment. 
this application their meaning too plain mistaken. 
unquenchable fire nothing else but 
fire that cannot quenched. But the phrase admits 
manifold applications, which must determined each from 
the nature the subject. city unquenchable fire 
once understood one that must burn the city 
But this addition (which also limitation) 
does not belong the phrase itself. from the 
known office fire burning city. Suppose, now, that 
the rich man Hades, instead petitioning for drop 
water, had asked that some sent quench 
the which was tormented, and Abraham had 
answered, “It unquenchable fire;” this could mean 
nothing but fire which must suffer without end, be- 
cause there the The man who should 
argue from the use the phrase, applied bundle 
tares burning city, that must mean fire which must 
burn till had annihilated the rich man, would thought 
out his senses. the passage under con- 
sideration, the fire that never can quenched the fire 
that produces wailing and gnashing cast 
into such fire suffer without end. And precisely be- 
cause symbolic, and not literal fire, joined with 
the worm where their worm dieth not, and the fire not 
quenched” that is, where the worm and the fire, both sym- 
bols divine vengeance, prey upon their victim without 
end. This truth one the deepest concern every man, 
and well worthy solemn three-fold repetition from the 
lips our 


Account the last Here have first the 
sentence the wicked: Depart from me, cursed, into 
everlasting fire, prepared for the devil and his and 


Matt. 25: 31—46 
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then the explicit definition this everlasting fire everlast- 
ing punishment: shall away into everlasting 
Our author says with reason: This 
the most important all the passages supposed 


the eternal suffering, and imply the immortality, the 


may add that our Lord’s solemn announce- 
ment the doom the wicked the last day. sub- 
ject such momentous interest might have been expected 
that would use plain and simple language, and find 
that has actually done so. That meaning which lies upon 
the face his words, and must naturally have been appre- 
hended his hearers, the meaning which intended 
not some recondite sense ingeniously drawn from learned 
discussions. Now the Jews our Lord’s day 
were familiar with the idea Gebenna prison fire pre- 
pared for the punishment the wicked. has been shown 
that they understood place pain and misery. 
The very distinctions made some their doctors puri- 
fire for the middle class, twelve months’ 
for common sinners, and eternal punishment 
for those guilty certain great crimes these distinctions, 
whether they were, were not known our Lord’s hear- 
ers, how deep-seated and universal was the idea 
hell-fire infliction penal suffering. therefore, 
our Saviour announced them that final judgment 
the wicked should sentenced everlasting fire, and more- 
over defined this mean that they should suffer everlasting 
punishment, what could they understand but that they should 
undergo eternal punishment the proper sense the words 
the eternal fire hell 

Our author explains eternal fire mean, not fire which 
burns forever, but that which destroys utterly and 
This interpretation itself forced and unnatural, and for 
this reason rejected. never think describing 
the duration fire that its effects. man would 
call fire perpetual, because had reduced city per- 
petual destruction. The alleged example from Jude: 


i 
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fering the vengeance eternal fire,” not point. 
not the material cities Sodom and Gomorrah, but their 
guilty inhabitants, that suffer the vengeance eternal fire, 
which the fire that consumed them and their dwellings 
was But, aside from its unnaturalness, 
the interpretation now under consideration directly con- 
tradicted ‘Scripture. will not denied any be- 
liever revelation (and with unbelievers are not concerned 
the present review), that everlasting fire that was 
prepared for the devil and his angels” the same the 
lake fire and brimstone mentioned Rev. 20: 
are expressly told that the devil shall cast into this 
lake, where the beast and the false prophet are, and shall 
tormented day and night forever and lake fire, 
then, and the torment the devil and the beast and false 
prophet, who are it, endure forever and ever. When, now, 
our Saviour pronounces the the wicked: Depart 
from me, cursed, into the everlasting fire which was pre- 
pared for the devil and his angels,” what could his hearers un- 
derstand, but that they should have their portion with the 
devil and his angels, and suffer the same punishment with 
them? Ifthe punishment the devil and his angels is, 
“tormented day and night forever and ever,” what strange 
and illogical conclusion say that they who have their por- 
tion with them the same lake? are be, not tormented, 
but annihilated. 

The author argues that punishment” may 
understood wholly negative sense denote, not suffer- 
ing, but the privation eternal life annihilation. 
this answer: 

First, the idea punishment essentially positive. 
consists the infliction penal evil, although the form 
this evil may that privation for, sentient 
being, the loss good positive evil. 

The passage Isa. 34: still less pertinent. For there not annihi- 
lation but desolation that set and this desolation (figuratively represented 
turning the whole land into brimstone and burning pitch, whose smoke 


goes forever) perpetual desolation. 
See Rev. 20: 15; 


* 
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Secondly, the punishment endures long the inflic- 
tion the evil-endures, and longer. 

Thirdly, the infliction may last long there sub- 
ject receive it, and must cease with the cessation the 
being that subject. 

The above only analysis the common idea pun- 
ishment, which common usage always conformed. The 
man who deprived his liberty for year, penal 
infliction, punished for year. The man who deprived 
liberty for life, punished for The punishment 
the man who deprived life for his crimes, ceases, 
far man concerned, with the cessation his earthly 
being. say that punished till the final resurrec- 
tion would absurd, although the effect his punishment 
will last till that time. Eternal death, the sense ban- 
ishment from God and all good with the misery necessarily 
belonging such condition, intelligible idea, and 
that also eternal punishment. death the pen- 
alty sin, the sense annihilation, also intelligible 
idea, but that would not eternal punishment. The death 
itself (in the sense non-existence) would eternal, but 


the punishment would its own limitation. must 


when there was longer being receive it. can 
well conceive man punished thousand years before 
begins be, thousand years after has ceased 
be. These distinctions. which have their foundation 
mon sense and sound philosophy, are recognized common 
usage.! Why should one who contented take the lan- 
guage Scripture its plain and obvious sense, seek 


The author has failed adduce any pertinent example the contrary 
usage. The passage, for example, Ezek. 32: 24, 25, 30, where the dead are 
said have borne their shame they have borne their shame) 
with them that down the pit, probably refers the ignominy that has 
come upon their name earth. But, however this may be, these dead are rep- 
resented here, the kindred passage Isa. 10. living and conscious 
spirits. See verses 31, Pharaoh, who himself one them, repre- 
sented seeing them, and being comforted their arrival Hades. For the 
scene certainly laid Hades (v. 21), though there perpetual blending 
together the graves where their bodies lie, and Sheol where their souls are 
gathered. 
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put upon such plain phrase eternal punishment, mean- 
ing forced, unnatural, and unphilosophical 

will only add that, were proposed express the 
received doctrine eternal punishment the plainest and 
most unequivocal form, can hardly conceive how could 
done more the present passage; unless 
indeed one were declare the wicked that they should 
tormented the fire hell day and night forever and 
ever. affirmed Satan, whom the author correctly 
takes proper person, yet raises the query: “will 
Satan actually cease from and thinks that “the 
prophecies all look that abundantly manifest 
that declaration whatever Scripture can induce him 
receive the doctrine eternal punishment true. 


The lake fire, 20; 20:10, 14, 15; 21:8. 
have anticipated part what was said these 
passages. The devil admitted the author real 
person. add that the beast and the false prophet are 
the representatives real persons. They stand for organi- 
zations wicked men opposed Christ and his gospel. 
organizations are destroyed such upon earth, 
the men who composed them must receive 
sonal judgment from Christ the last said 
that the devil, who deceived the wicked, “cast into the lake 
fire and brimstone where the beast and the 
are, and shall tormented day and night forever and ever.” 
Afterwards said that whosoever was not found written 
the book life was cast into the lake these 
passages the author remarks: This passage cannot 
claimed directly anything beyond the eternal ex- 
istence Satan, the Beast, and the False Prophet. 


quotes Gen. 15, where the true sense,” tells us, “is that the seed 
the woman shall crush the head the serpent.” error confounding 
the annihilation Satan’s kingdom with that his person. 

The sacred writer adds that this “is the second death,” Rev. sec- 
ond death then simply equivalent suffering éternal punishment the eter- 
nal fire prepared for the devil and his angels. need inquire further 
respecting it. 
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First, this enough, since the question not how many 
shall suffer eternal punishment, but whether any such prin- 
ciple eternal punishment exists under God’s government. 
can show that Satan the subject eternal misery, 
the main argument the writer, which directed against 
eternal punishment, such, overthrown. 
But secondly, the devil also includes his angels,” mighty 
organization wicked beings, the scriptures teach us. 
Will any one venture affirm that the devil will tor- 
mented day and night forever and ever the everlasting 
fire that was prepared for him and his angels, and they 
annihilated? Again, the beast and the false prophet (who 
are represented leagued together with the devil against 
Christ) include all their followers. every one that wor- 
ships the beast said: “he shall tormented with fire 
and brimstone the presence the holy angels, and the 
presence the Lamb: and the smoke their torment as- 
cendeth forever and ever, and they have rest day nor 
night who worship the beast and his image, and whosoever 
receiveth the mark his name.”! one, think, will 
bold enough affirm that this the lot particular 
class only those who have their portion the lake fire. 
But sohuld, will not help our author; since the 
question everywhere discussed him whether any such 
principle that eternal punishment, the sense the 
eternal infliction misery upon sentient beings, exists under 
God’s government. 
But said that Death and Hades also cast into 
lake fire. “By parity reasoning,” says the author, 
“Death and Hades, named 13, and appointed the 


Rev. 14:9—11. This the author tells “refers properly the scenes 
time, and not the final judgment” (p. the Apocalypse knew any 
other lake eternal fire and brimstone but that into which the wicked shall 
cast the last day! His mistake lies confounding the time the annuncia- 
tion this punishment the angel with the time its infliction. The former 
belongs undoubtedly “to scenes time,” the latter the final judgment.” 
This announcement the wrath come” upon those who worship the beast 
plainly intended strengthen men their present conflict with him. Hence 
the sacred writer immediately adds: Here the patience the saints.” 
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same ‘lake fire,’ are also immortal. But this not al- 
lowed.”! the interpretation this passage encum- 
bered with difficulty frankly admit. far, however, 
the present question concerned, does not embarrass us. 
Without entering into details, will simply state our 
opinion, that Death and Hades are here personified the 
enemies complete the representation Christ’s 
victory over the foes his church, they also, well Sa- 
tan, must cast into the lake fire. This implies, 
the case Satan, the Beast, and the False Prophet, both 
their punishment, and the destruction their power. But 
they are not real beings. They are only figurative per- 
and therefore both their punishment, and the destruc- 
tion their power persons, are figurative. not 
absurd raise such grave comparison between the im- 
mortality true persons and mere personifications 


Eternal perdition. Thess. Who shall suffer 
penalty everlasting destruction from the presence the 
Lord, and from the glory his might” 
With this passage may conve- 
niently consider another which occurs Pet. But 
the heavens which now are, the same word are kept 
store, reserved unto fire, against the day judgment and 
general signification. They denote either the act bring- 
ing into lost ruined state, that itself. The form 
the ruin always determined the nature the 
subject. The destruction house fire one thing; 
land war, another thing; man for his pride (“a 
man’s pride shall bring him low”) still another. When 
now have the express testimony Scripture respecting 


1 
214. 
Compare Cor. The last enemy that shall destroyed death 
and Hosea 13: 14: death, will thy plagues Hades Sheol, the 
Hebrew will thy destruction.” 
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the nature the perdition that shall overtake the ungodly 
the last day,” these general terms, and all others like 
character, are interpreted accordingly. 


Destruction soul and body Matt. 10: 28. Luke 
12: 4,5. The context makes certain that these two pas- 
sages are but different accounts the same discourse. The 
former them reads follows: And fear not them which 
kill the body, but are not able kill the soul; but rather fear 
him which able destroy both soul and body hell.” 
The latter, thus: And say unto you friends, not 
afraid them that kill the body, and after that have more 
that they can do. But will forewarn you whom shall 
Fear him, which after hath killed, hath power 
cast into hell; yea, say unto you fear him.” see 
glance that casting into hell, and destroying both body and 
soul hell, are equivalent expressions. cast into 
hell, cast into the everlasting fire prepared for the 
devil and his angels,” away into everlasting punish- 
ment.” This the destruction both soul and body hell. 
The Saviour’s design contrast man’s impotence with 
God’s almighty power. Man can only kill the body, without 
the ability kill the soul. The writer.uses the word kill 
because this way that wicked men seek 
destroy the righteous. God, the other hand, can not only 
all that man can the body but after has 
killed can cast into hell, and thus destroy not 
would not here the appropriate word) 
both body and soul hell. The nature this destruction 
has been already considered. 


like its cognate nouns and word general 
signification. applied the demons whom Jesus casts out: Art thou 
come destroy us?” Mark 1:24. Elsewhere the demons say: Art thou come 
hither torment before the time?” Matt. 8:29. Mark 5:7. Luke and 
they beseech him that would not command them out into the deep 
the bottomless pit the Apocalypse, Luke 8:31. Here 
have the manner their destruction. being despoiled their power over 
men, and cast down the abyss, there tormented. 


XV. No. 59. 
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There are many more passages Scripture that might 
considered, did our limits permit, but the above examination 
abundantly sufficient for our purpose. 


Scriptural antitheses eternal life. The expression 
eternal death does not occur the Bible. The following 
are the scriptural antitheses the expression eternal life. 

Shame and eternal Dan. 12: 

Eternal punishment Matt. 25: 46. 

Perishing John 16. 10: 28. 

Abiding under God’s wrath John 36. 

Coming into condemnation John 24. 

Indignation and wrath, tribulation and anguish Rom. 
9.. 

Death Rom. 21, 

Life the sense has the following anti- 
theses 

Perdition Matt. 13, 14. 

Being cast into the fire hell Matt. 18: Mark 
45. 

Condemnation John 29. 

Death (generally the more comprehensive sense includ- 
16. 1:10. John 3:14. 16. 


The above contrasts are highly suggestive. They show 
once how unfounded the assertion that, according 
the scriptural view, the proper antithesis eternal life 
eternal death literally taken. Rather state condem- 
nation and suffering. 


Destiny Satan. 


The destiny “the devil and his angels” question 
awful significance, for cannot separated from that 
the wicked. The holy Scriptures teach that Satan ex- 
isted the beginning the world; that first seduced the 
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human race sin; that has established kingdom, con- 
sisting those who yield themselves his influences, and 
allow themselves led captive him his will; that 
Christ came destroy this kingdom; that the end the 
world, after having put down the power this malignant 
spirit (which the crushing the serpent’s head spoken 
the original promise, and the bruising Satan under the 
feet believers), will cast him and the wicked together 
into that eternal fire that was prepared for him and his an- 
gels; and that there shall tormented day and night for 
ever and ever. Unless, now, the doom Satan can ex- 
plained away, the first step not taken towards erasing 
from the pages the Bible the doctrine eternal punish- 
ment the proper sense the term. But cannot ex- 
plained away. There stands the sacred record, like 
some mighty mountain granite, rising and. awful 
from the unfathomable depths the sea, and hiding its 
head amid dark thunder-clouds. God has placed there, 
beacon apostate world, and man cannot remove it. 


IV. Resurrection the unjust. 


This another fact terrible import revealed the Bi- 
ble. hour coming the which all that are the 
graves shall hear his voice, and shall come they that 
have done good unto the resurrection life and they that 
have done evil unto the resurrection 
There shall resurrection the dead, both the just 
and Why are the unjust raised from the dead? 
According the Scriptures, that they, well the 
just, may appear before the judgment-seat Christ, that 
every one may receive the things done his body, according 
that the righteous may publicly acquitted and received 
the kingdom prepared for them before the foundation 
the world, and the wicked publicly condemned, and sen- 


John 28, 29. Acts 24: 25. Cor. 10. 
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tenced everlasting punishment with the devil and his an- 
gels. This end whose magnitude corresponds with the 
stupendous miracle the resurrection. The improbability 
the idea that the dead are raised miracle anni- 
hilated, staggers even our author. may well ask: 
they have immortality, why are their slumbers dis- 
turbed?”! attempts solve this difficulty refer- 
ence certain natural processes. 

Damaged seeds that are sown, often exhaust their vitality and perish, 
germination. And have noted the fact, that insects which pass 
through the chrysalis state that the psyche, butterfly, many, from 
injuries suffered their original form, utterly perish the transition. 
263. 


the resurrection were natural process, these analogies 
might place. since wholly supernatural, they 
utterly fail. According the Scriptures, the resurrection 
the wicked complete that the righteous, that 
both being accomplished the direct power Christ, 
moment, the twinkling eye.” Although does 
not become pronounce positively respecting what is, 
and what not, becoming the wisdom God the ar- 
rangements the final judgment, there is, according the 
commonly received doctrine, congruity between the resur- 
rection the unjust and their final destiny, which the au- 
thor’s view fails make manifest. 


Degrees future punishment. 


The Scriptures teach, the most unequivocal terms, 
that there will degrees the final punishment the 
wicked, not less than the final rewards the righteous. 
The general principle laid down our Lord: That ser- 
vant which knew his lord’s will, and prepared not himself, 
neither did according his will, shall beaten with many 
stripes; but that knew not, and did commit things wor- 
thy stripes, shall beaten with few himself 


263. Luke 12: 47, 48. 
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applies the awards the final judgment: shall 
more tolerable for the land Sodom the day judg- 
ment, than for Now the common doctrine eter- 
nal punishment admits, have seen, degrees innu- 
merable. Though all will punished without end, the 
misery one may twice great that another. But 
the doom all the wicked annihilation, and this that 
everlasting punishment” spoken our Lord, where are 
the degrees suffering Beyond doubt 
the vengeance which Christ takes the day judgment 
them that know not God, that shall more tolerable for 
the land Sodom than for Capernaum. But this vengeance 
expressly defined everlasting destruction from the 
presence the Lord.” now annihilation what meant, 
how can that more tolerable for Sodom than Caper- 
naum? Butif the suffering that precedes annihilation, 
then have “everlasting destruction,” which the.ven- 
geance which Christ takes the wicked, before begins. 
How much better abide the plain meaning Scrip- 
ture, than thus involve ourselves and God’s word end- 
less contradictions! 


ARTICLE 
CONGREGATIONALISM AND SYMBOLISM.? 


PROF. WILLIAM SHEDD, ANDOVER. 


Tue constitution the Congregational Library Associa- 
tion proclaims that the object this society, estab- 
lish material centre for the denomination, about which 


Matt. 11: 24. 


Address delivered before the Congregational Library Association, Bos- 
ton, May 25th, 1858. 
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shall collect its scattered elements, and from which shall 
radiate its forces. its design, the language its 
statutes, “to found and perpetuate library books, pam- 
phlets, and manuscripts, and collection portraits,” and 
lay its archives whatever else shall serve illus- 
trate Puritan history, and promote the general interests 
Congregationalism.” shall also object the As- 
sociation,” says the constitution, secure the erection 
suitable building for its library; its meetings, and the gen- 
eral purposes the body.” Interpreting these articles and 
statutes broad and enterprising spirit, find them 
desire combine and unify the somewhat diffused char- 
acteristics the Congregational denomination, furnish- 
ing centre. This species centre, and this sort 
consolidation, though not the highest order, though 
external its instrumentalities, and external many its 
results, nevertheless great importance the history 
any organization. The influence the national temple, 
the common visible home and resort all the tribes, upon 
the Jewish church and state, well known; and exter- 
nal event, perhaps event, contributed more the down- 
fall the Old economy, and the Jewish cultus, and thereby 
the progress and triumph the new dispensation with 
its simpler and more spiritual worship, than did the siege 
Jerusalem, and the destruction the old ancestral temple. 
That building the pagan temples which began Greece, 
immediately after the Persian war was brought glorious 
close, did more than even that war itself, bring the various 
Grecian tribes into something akin unity; and that so- 
called Sacred War which was signalized the robbing 
Delphi, and the scattering its treasures, was once the 
cause and the effect the decline and destruction Grecian 
patriotism, and Grecian unity. Catholicism em- 
bodied its ideas, and centralized its forces, the great 
Gothic cathedrals. That outburst architecture the 
thirteenth century, when Rheims, and Rouen, Paris, and 
Cologne, shot their spires, and threw out their flying 
buttresses, with suddenness and energy that looks like 
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majestic series material centres for the 
Papal church did much strengthen its corruption, 
and postpone the Reformation. 

The power and influence, then, centripetal point, 
indeed true that neither the library, nor the 
neither the collection, nor the edifice which the collection 
garnered up, can substitute for the living spirit 
learning the mind the individual scholar; and neither 
can the temple, nor the cathedral, nor any the mechanism 
ecclesiastical denomination, regarded equal im- 
portance with the animating principle piety the hearts 
church members. And yet neither science nor religion, 
neither the state nor the church, can wholly neglect these 
outward instruments organization and union, without 
somewhat scattering their elements power, and wasting 
their force. 

Are not then summoned this Library Associ- 
ation” consider the need more centripetal force 
Congregationalism, order its greater efficiency 
ecclesiastical denomination? The Congregational edifice, 
the library, and the portrait-gallery, imply that require 
ecclesiastical home, and are emblematic the truth that 
the denomination needs control its tendencies vague- 
ness, and diffusion, and render its distinguishing charac- 
teristics more intense concentration. But this cannot 
done merely erecting building, collecting library 
and portraits. are but the secondary, though, 
have remarked, the necessary instrumentalities. Our unity, 
and our consolidation, one the legitimate churches 
Christ the world, must ultimately proceed from deeper 


“The 13th century building epoch perhaps the most brilliant the 
whole history architecture. the great Pharaonic era Egypt, the 
age Pericles Greece, nor the great period the Roman Empire, will bear 
comparison with the 13th century Europe, whether look the extent 
the buildings executed, their wonderful variety and constructive elegance, the 
daring imagination that conceived them, the power poetry and lofty 
religious feeling that expressed every feature and every part them.” 
Fergusson’s Handbook Architecture, Part II. Book III. 
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and stronger force than anything visible and material. 
have not been born flesh and blood. have been be- 
gotten the will God, with the word truth, that 
should kind first fruits his creatures. true 
growth, and our true strength, must lie the line our 
origin and birth. The ultimate organizing and centralizing 
influence, therefore, upon which must place our main 
reliance religious denomination, the doctrine, the truth, 
God. This one and homogeneous, and consequently 
unifies and harmonizes all that comes under its fair and full 
influence. But this supposes that eye sees eye; and 
that there common doctrinal faith, and common doc- 
trinal creed, for the denomination. 

Let then, Brethren and Fathers, consider for few 
moments, the necessity that exists Congregationalism for 
stronger symbolical feeling, and bolder confidence creed- 
statements, order its highést efficiency Christian 
denomination. 

Before proceeding the discussion this theme, will 
cast swift glance the ancestral feeling and tendency 
this subject. the attitude the fathers and 
founders Congregationalism towards the old historical 
theology that had preceded them, and particularly towards 
the Symbolism that was then existence? The answer 
this question will require notice, very briefly, the theo- 
logical position the leading minds the formative peri- 
ods Congregationalism, and the particular public action 
the denomination itself. 

fact which will not disputed, that the master 
spirits among the English Independents the Cromwellian 
period were earnest and strong defenders, not merely the 
doctrines the Reformation, but that particular shaping 
them which found the creeds the Calvinistic di- 
vision the Protestants. The English church previous 
the days Laud, well known, sympathized heartily 
with the theologians Zurich and Geneva, and when that 
large and learned body divines whose consciences com- 
pelled them dissent from the increasing ecclesiasticism 
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the state establishment came out from it, they brought with 
them the very same dogmatic system which had been em- 
bodied the articles Edward sixth, been com- 
pressed into the articles Elizabeth, and had been 
maintained prelates like Whitgift, and Cranmer, and 
Usher, the faith once delivered the saints. natu- 
ral consequence, the non-conforming theologians England, 
however much they differed from one another, and from the 
old national church, upon secondary charac- 
terized earnest and intelligent zeal for the Old Eng- 
lish, which was the Old Calvinistic, faith and creed. 

The Independents were not second any this feeling. 
Thomas Goodwin and John Owen, says Anthony Wood, 
the two Atlases and Patriarchs 
These two minds are the true representatives the English 
Congregationalism the 17th century, and they did more 
than any others determine its type and character, both 
doctrine and practice. Their theological position well 
known that Calvin himself. minds were, also, 
that exact and scientific order which requires for its own 
satisfaction the most unambiguous and self-consistent state- 
ment religious truth. The treatises the individual divine 
are, commonly, not carefully worded the articles the 
council from the same cause that the best rea- 
soned political disquisitions are not precise their state- 
ments the technical phraseology the political convention, 
the political treaty. Yet even the practical treatises 
Owen and Goodwin bear much stronger resemblance than 
common, commonly practicable, flowing discourse, 
the concise and guarded enunciations the council. 
The very structure their sermons, and the very style 
their discourses, evinces that these leading Independents 
were their own free-will, and with their own clear eye, 
following that strait and narrow way dogma 
which the intellectual parallel the strait and narrow 
way life. 

The Independents England the Cromwellian period 


Neale, II. 291. 
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had quarrel with the Presbyterians respect 
ters doctrine; even the English Presbyterians had 
quarrel with the low-church Episcopalians this period, 
far relates points faith. Owen heartily adopted 
the Westminster Confession, and Twisse and the whole 
Westminster Assembly would have been content with the 
doctrinal part the articles. The Calvinists England 
within the Establishment, and the Calvinists England 
without the Establishment, were both alike opposed Ar- 
minianism, and were equally earnest for those well discrim- 
inated creed-statements which mark off the faith Geneva 
from that Leyden. 

The English Independents differed from the English 
Presbyterians solely upon the subject ecclesiastical polity. 
And when, therefore, they appointed their committee the 
Savoy 1658 (exactly two hundred years ago) draw 
confession faith, that the denomination, 
and hold together, they instructed them keep close 
the Westminster upon doctrinal points, but engraft the 
Congregational form polity upon the old historical Cal- 
vinism that had come down the Presbyterians themselves 
through Dort and Geneva.! 

These well-known and familiar facts are sufficient 
show, that the founders and fathers English Congrega- 
tionalism were imbued with reverence for the ancient sym- 
bolism the Protestant church, and felt that their small 
and feeble denomination, which then struggling for ex- 
istence amidst the convulsions churches and states, must 
held together, and made strong, the strength God’s 
truth stated unequivocally and exhaustively creed-form. 

The Congregational churches New England were ani- 
mated the same feeling. Their leading minds, also, 
were the same stamp, and theological affinities, with 
John Owen and John Howe. The pastor the Plymouth 
pilgrims during their sojourn Holland, the one who com- 
mended them the protection God when they embarked 
upon that hazardous voyage, and who told them that the 


Neale, 178. 
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Bible was not yet exhausted, and that more light,” be- 
lieved, was still break forth” from it, was John Robin- 
son. But John Robinson believed light from the 
Bible that did not shine more and more upon the path 
the Calvinist. John Robinson was very vigilant observer 
the most subtle and perplexing controversy modern 
doctrinal history, that between Calvinism and Arminianism, 
and took part Bradford informs that the pastor 
the Pilgrims was terrible the and that 
minianism when the little finger the progenitor was not 
thick the loins some the posterity. control- 
ling spirits among the clergy the first New England col- 
onies were also men the same theological character, and 
tendencies, with the Owens and the Robinsons. The mem- 
bership the first New England churches had been born 
into the kingdom, through the instrumentality style 
preaching, and indoctrination, searching, systematic, and 
orthodox, the highest degree. 


these times, also, were the great troubles raised the Arminians who, 
they greatly molested the whole State, this city particular, which was 
the chief university there were daily and hot disputes the there- 
abouts. And the students and other learned were divided their opinions 
herein, were the two professors divinity readers themselves, the one daily 
teaching for it, and the other against it; which grew that pass, that few the 
disciples the one would hear the other teach. But Mr. Robinson, although 
taught thrice week himself, and wrote sundry books, besides his manifold 
pains otherwise, yet went constantly hear their readings, and heard well 
one the other. which means was well grounded the controversy, 
and saw the force all their arguments, and knew the shifts the adversary 
and being himself very able, none was fitter buckle with them than himself, 
which made Episcopius, the Arminian professor, put forth his best strength, 
and set out sundry theses, which public dispute would defend against all 
men. Now Polyander, the other professor, and the chief preachers the city, 
desired Mr. Robinson dispute against him. But was loth, being stranger. 
Yet the other did importune him, and told him that such was the ability and 
nimbleness wit the adversary, that the truth would suffer did not help 
them; condescended, and prepared himself against the time. 
when the time came, the Lord did help him defend the truth and foil his 
adversary, put him apparent nonplus this great and public audience. 
And the like did two three times upon such like occasions.” Bradford’s 
History Plymouth Colony, Congregational Board’s edition, pp. 256, 257. 
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was natural, therefore, that the Congregationalism 
the New World should marked the same re- 
spect for the old historical faith which have noticed 
the English Independency. 1648, ten years before 
the English Independents adopted their symbol Savoy, 
the vigorous and vital churches scattered through the 
forests, and among the savages, New England, sent 
their delegates Cambridge, who drew confession 
which the doctrinal part was adopted verbally from 
that Westminster, while the polity the symbol 
was made conform their own Congregational the- 
ory and usage. Thirty-two years after this, the churches 
the province Massachusetts met synod, and drew 
the only original symbol that has yet been con- 
structed ecclesiastical body Congregationalists. 
The Boston Confession 1680, still retained 
creed one the oldest *churches the city 
though modelled very much after those 
Westminster and Savoy, purports the work 
Congregational Synod, and this regard has more claim 
the respect the descendants the Pilgrims than any 
other symbol. eight years after the formation 
the Boston Confession, the churches the Connecticut 
colony sent their representatives Saybrook construct 
symbol for their use. synod adopted the Boston Con- 
fession 1680, expression doctrinal belief, and 
made fuller statement what they deemed the 
Congregational polity. 

This brief survey sufficient show that those who laid 
the foundations Congregationalism, the Old world, 
and the New, were hearty sympathy with that body 
doctrine which received its precise and technical statement 
the creeds the Reformation, and more particularly 
that carefully discriminated system which was the result 
the debate between Calvinism and Arminianism. The care- 
fulness, and the frequency (three times within sixty years), 
with which symbols were drawn and sent forth 


The Old South. 
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the first Congregational churches evinces that both the indi- 
vidual theologian, and the denomination whole, craved 
distinct, and publicly adopted, rule faith and practice, 
that which should help them study the Scriptures un- 
derstandingly, and should bind them together ecclesiastical- 
ly. Reverence for common denominational creed belongs, 
then, historically, the Congregational church, does 
all those well-compacted churches whose career constitutes 
the history vital Christianity upon earth. seeking 
deepen and strengthen this reverence, are not going con- 
trary the primal instinct and native genius Congrega- 
tionalism are not engrafting any wild shoots into the 
church our are simply inhaling and ex- 
their pure, their exact, their thorough-going spirit. 

Passing now the discussion the theme itself, 
remark, the first place, reason for stronger symboli- 
cal feeling Congregationalism, that intensely free sys- 
tem, like our the one that derives all the advantages, 
and escapes all the evils, that result from the organific power 
symbol. 

Were the church which honor and love already rigid 
and solid reason inherent tendency its own 
centralization, there might reason fear any and every 
consolidating influence. But Congregationalism made 
dynamic forces and flowing lines, and its intrinsic ten- 
dency liberty and diffusion. There church that 
has little form, and figure, and organization, our 
own. Like the church gathered the upper room, its con- 
stitution almost invisible. are vastly nearer pure 
spirit, than pure matter. Our body nearly immate- 
rial some souls. There little danger, therefore, that 
Congregationalism will receive detriment from centripetal 
force, particularly that force does not issue from polity, 
judicatories, but from doctrine. And there danger that 
will proceed from either government ecclesiastical me- 
chanism. political structure our denomination 
well defined and settled that the Papacy itself, and 
stands even less chance alteration. centralizing force 

XV. No. 59. 
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can brought bear from this quarter. very attempt 
establish judicatures within Congregationalism, and 
unify and consolidate the denomination means polity, 
would and therefore, though there may se- 
cessions and departures from it, there can internal 
change the denomination whole, unless sup- 
pose entire transmutation and transubstantiation 
into something that not Congregationalism. 

The only power, then, that can unify the denomination, 
and make its various atoms and elements feel that there 
deeper life and bond union than that polity, the 
power doctrine the power common faith; the power 
salutary and safe power, reference system highly 
republican our own. For this exuberance demo- 
cratic life, and this expansive freedom, lies our danger. The 
centrifugal force, unbalanced, will shoot the star madly 
from its sphere. Considering that natural tendencies 
are those growth, progress, and liberty, and that all natu- 
ral tendencies perpetuate themselves, our watchfulness ought 
have reference such traits unity, solidarity, and har- 
mony. That which spontaneous need give anxi- 
but that which acquired, which the result 
effort and self-education, should the chief object the 
eye. 

may derive illustration from the province polit- 
ical philosophy. The question whether conservatism pro- 
gress shall the preponderating element the state, will 
answered the wise man view the general condi- 
tion things the commonwealth. whose lot cast 
among the hereditary prerogatives and orders the Eng- 
lish state, follows the wise course, will side with the 
while the very same man, called live and act 
the midst the democracies and conflicts new 
and rankly growing nation like our own, will side with Con- 
servatism. For there little danger, the early and form- 
ative eras nation’s history, particularly there 
immense fund vital force, and vast continental spaces 
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spread over and work in, too much regulation and educa- 
tion. The training more liable err upon the side lax- 
ness than strictness, when the thews and muscles 
giant are forming, and the gristle hardening bone 
Hercules. Besides this, republican commonwealth, 
the tendency centralization does become too strong, and 
power really begins steal from the many the few, the 
remedy close hand, and the hands the citizens. 
monarchy, the just equilibrium has been disturbed, 
cannot restored without revolution; but the adjustment 
republic takes place inevitable law and tranquil 
movement, like that which equalizes the pressure the at- 
mosphere. all free systems, therefore, where the instinct 
and the spontaneity runs liberty and diffusion, the hazard 
not the direction conservative methods and influ- 
ences. 

All this holds true its full force the democratic church, 
inward energy Congregationalism, and there ex- 
ternal restraint from its political structure and arrangement; 
there are judicatures, and nothing, consequently, but 
good advice which hold the denomination together 
there little danger excess the moral and spiritual 
forces that must this work, done that 
individual who stands isolated, and independent all 
outward restraints, ought for this very reason feel the 
strongest possible inward limitation, should that ecclesi- 
astical body which has least mechanism and polity, 
subject itself the strongest possible doctrinal and spiritual 
constraint. Let then the symbol melted into the soul 
the free and vigorous churches. permeate them 
quicksilver does the pores gold. the clearly defined, 
and the accurate dogma become the sinew and fibre the 
otherwise loose and slack organization. 

Secondly, Congregationalism needs stronger confi- 
unusually exposed the sceptical influences literary cul- 
ture and free-thinking. 
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happens that the simplest form church polity 
the dominant one, the standing order,” the oldest and 
most highly educated portion the United States. The 
Congregational churches New England are planted the 
midst the most artificial civilization upon the Western 
continent, and their membership more exposed the 
good and bad influences secular refinement, and literary 
cultivation, than that any other denomination the 
land. The first-settled, and most densely-settled, part 
any country always contains more irreconcilable varieties 
social, literary, and religious opinion than the newer re- 
gions. may not more apparent and superficial va- 
riety, but there will vastly more the latent 
founder differences sentiment. There are, 
much greater number sects our Western states than 
the Eastern, but then these sects themselves are founded 
religion some sort, and not Scepticism. The pioneer, 
though illiterate and rude, may be, characterized re- 
ligious sensibility, and continually thrown into 
stances and emergencies that cause him feel his depend- 
ence upon his Maker. aconsequence, like the ancient 
Athenians, whom Paul spoke, very much inclined re- 
ligion and worship. The older parts our land, the other 
hand, may exhibit fewer external marks difference fewer 
sects may come into existence, and the eye the super- 
ficial observer, there may seem very general same- 
ness the external phenomena region, and yet there 
forming, and formed, beneath, the hearts and minds 
called religion, that throws them whole equinoxes apart” 
from those who are living, thinking, praying, and dying 
their side. radical divergence the parties from each 
other seen whenever any great religious movement takes 
place. The motley and mottled population the new re- 
gion, being only superficially separated, flows together when 
the common Christian faith and truth set home with un- 
wonted power and unwonted influences, while the seem- 
ingly homogeneous population the educated and refined 
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portions the country only have their latent and irrecon- 
cilable antagonisms elicited such influences. Hence 
that the extremes faith and unbelief will always meet, 
their severest conflict, the older and more highly culti- 
vated portions country. And that church which 
called defend and propagate the faith amongst such 
population, consequently exposed unusual temptations 
and needs uncommon aids and appliances. 

Such, are not mistaken, the position and the 
function Congregationalism. The most careless ob- 
server must acknowledge that there more radical con- 
flict opinion New England than any other portion 
the United States. That scepticism, which invariably 
springs out belles lettres, when belles lettres divorced 
from deep thinking, more rife and forth-putting here than 
anywhere else. older states contain more that reli- 
gious indifferentism which always arises when literature 
separated from philosophy and theology, and which exhibits 
its opposition Christianity, sometimes 
the elegant languor its over-refinement, and sometimes, 
when exasperated into some emotion, bitterness that 
borders upon malignity. Congregational churches are 
set for the defence and spread the humbling doctrines 
guilt and atonement, among population which feeling 
increasing degree the stupefying influences wealth, 
and the inflating influences earthly culture. The struc- 
ture society around them, like that England France, 
growing artificial, and, far, irreligious, the very 
lapse time, and the influx more elaborate civilization. 
Loose thinking, and radical differences opinion upon 
fundamental subjects, are the natural attendants upon such 
social state and condition, and becomes much more 
difficult for Christianity under such circumstances over- 
come the antagonisms and mould society internally and 
from the centre. The newer states, and the less sophisti- 
cated populations, are much more plastic, and, all their 
internal characteristics, much more homogeneous, and hence 
the church that planted them, only needs enunciate 
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certain leading truths with boldness, and fluent eloquence, 
create currents that will roll like the Mississippi itself 
through the whole length the land. But different 
the older and over-civilized portions the country. The 
statements the pulpit, here, must not only bold, but 
exact, and drawn from the deep places. The preacher must 
anatomist, and not merely painter. cannot 
break moral indifference, vanquish religious scepticism, 
the well-bred and well-read hearer before him, 
merely pictorial method. must prove himself 
psychologist, and analysis character, subtle 
penetration into the springs motive and feeling, elicit 
some religious consciousness his careless and unbelieving 
auditor, and probe until writhes. Christianity, among 
old institutions, and matured methods mental discipline, 
must verify itself the commanding truth, the energy 
its abstraction, the clearness its discrimination, the 
penetrating force its elements, the comprehensiveness 
its grasp, and the patient thoroughness its details. 

But all this necessitates the symbol. This conflict 
opinion cultivated Christendom can stilled only 
that church which looks down upon from the higher posi- 
tion furnished historical Christianity. That denomina- 
tion which thinks dispense with the results past 
theologizing, and which supposes that, and itself, 
can solve all the problems that press upon the natural mind, 
and refute all the arguments advanced the carnal reason, 
will find that has overestimated its strength. will 
forced fall back into the solid columns that are behind it, 
and fight the battle company with the whole church 
militant. For the creeds have themselves been born 
intellectual conflict; deeper conflict than ever wit- 
nessed any single church, any single generation, be- 
cause they are the slow growth many churches and many 
generations. The historical symbol contains the key 
those very problems which are troubling every new genera- 
tion unbelievers, because they are vainly thinking that 
the individual wiser than the Christian Church, and wiser 
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than the human race. That church, consequently, which, 
calmly and with intelligent insight, has adopted it, and 
wrought into its understanding and its affections, will 
able still the conflict that going on, either lifting 
the doubting opposing mind its own serene height 
vision, argumentation that leaves the truth tri- 
umphant and firm, whatever becomes the opponent. 

the third place, stronger symbolical feeling re- 
quired Congregationalism, because the laxness with 
which the Bible itself now interpreted many minds 
the Protestant world. 

the preceding division the discourse have spoken 
the dangers that assail from that scepticism which 
rejects the Bible have now speak those 
latitudinarian influences which issue, not from rejection 
Revelation, but from inadequate and defective under- 
standing it. 

When the Scriptures have become venerable and sacred 
old Christian commonwealth, and yet there de- 
clining interest their cardinal doctrines, nothing more 
natural than exegesis that empties them these doc- 
trines. Bible the religion Protestants” 
dictum accepted the present day Protestant parties 
that stand poles apart their interpretation the Bible, 
and their theological belief. This dictum meant something 
when the church was just escaping from the crushing 
authority tradition and the Papacy. taught that 
the human mind must seek for infallible rule faith, 
and source truth, the word God, and not the 
church. But the Reformers held, and with very great ear- 
nestness too, that the Bible teaches but one set 
and contains but one homogeneous system. They were 
themselves strict constructionists and exegetes, and every 
line and letter their creeds evinces that they could dis- 
cover within its pages only that same doctrinal system 
which the Patristic church,! distinguished from the Papal, 


And the Western, rather than the Eastern, church, should always 
observed. Luther and Calvin fortified themselves, their contest with the 
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had found them. The Reformers had notion that the 
Bible nose wax. could not made teach 
two more systems radically contradictory each other. 
When, therefore, they called the church back Divine 
Revelation, the only wnerring source truth, they did 
not suppose that they were sending Delphic oracle, 
uttering ambiguous voices, like those Paganism. And 
neither did the first Protestants themselves find two antag- 
onistic lines doctrine these Scriptures. From Genesis 
the Apocalypse, the modern Protestant church, had 
the ancient Patristic before them, discovered but one gen- 
eric and homogeneous teaching respecting the being and 
attributes God, the actual character and destiny man, 
and the method his redemption Mediator. And 
they embodied the results their profound and systematic 
study the Bible, that remarkable series symbols, 
which more than anything human sort, consoli- 
dated Protestantism, and gave firm fibre and organiza- 
tion, whereby stood strong amidst all the distractions 
the time. Had there been radical differences among the 
Reformers their understanding the had 
Luther and Calvin been unable see eye eye upon the 
leading truths relating God, Man, and the God-Man, and 
had they constructed creeds for the German, Swiss, and 
Holland churches, that were antagonistic each other upon 
these subjects; had there not been this remarkable age 
the most profound and exhaustive study the word 
God, and consequence, most harmonious understand- 
ing its contents, Protestantism would have been broken 
down, and crushed into the earth, the massive, time- 
honored, though merely mechanical unity the Papacy. 
But time, the term Protestant acquires the 
same vague and loose meaning which the term Christian 
has received. When the disciples Christ were first called 
this name Antioch, denoted only those who had 


Papal theologian, who asserted that the Protestants were leaving the faith the 
citing the stricter views held the Latin, rather than the milder 
tenets adopted the Greek, divines. 
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come personal sense sin, and living faith the 
Redeemer. now, besides this, designates all the human 
family who are not Pagans Mohammedans. like 
manner the term Protestant, the beginning, had exclusive 
reference religious and doctrinal characteristics, while 
now, has certainly equal reference intellectual traits. 
Protestantism, first, meant justification faith, dis- 
tinction from justification works. now means, over 
and besides this, free-thinking and private judgment, 
distinction from hereditary trust and unreasoning assent.! 
consequence, the intellectual characteristics Protes- 
tantism are apt overcome and suppress its evangelical 
and theological ones, those periods when civilization and 
literary culture become separated from doctrinal Christian- 
ity. matter fact, the Protestantism the present 
day includes within itself amount rationalistic and 
anti-evangelical elements, which the Reformers, the orig- 
inal Protestants, would have stood aghast. 

But this condition things directly affects the interpreta- 
tion the Scriptures. All Protestants, whatever grade, 
must accept the dictum that distinguishes Protestantism 
from otherwise they fall into the ranks the Pope. 
Chillingworth’s saying: “the Bible the religion Prot- 
estants,” becomes the watchword for Socinus, equally with 
Calvin, and for all the intermediates between these two 
representative men. order, therefore, unambiguous 
and well-accented denominational character, every Protes- 
tant denomination requires symbol that shall express, and 
proclaim the world, what finds the word God. 
the present condition Protestantism, and amidst the 
variety interpretations that are put upon the Scriptures, 
not sufficient for individual, church, say: 
“my religion the Bible.” Well remember the 


This the preponderating conception Protestantism, Mr. Hallam’s 
representation the Reformers and the Reformation. deeper acquaint- 
ance with the theological problems and aspects those men and times would 
have preserved the history the Literature Europe” from the only grave 
bias that now injures it. 
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humor with which venerable theological teacher was wont 
allude the zeal well-meaning man, who proposed 
unite into one body all the various denominations that 
checker and speckle our land, issuing edition the 
Scriptures with sufficiency blank leaves, and inviting all 
persons fall to, and subscribe the Bible! 
enough, the present condition Christendom, for in- 
dividual point the word God, lies upon the 
table, saying: doctrinal belief between those covers.” 
cannot determine these days naturalism and 
pantheism, what lessons the scientific man learns from the 
book Nature, until has stated them the exact no- 
menclature and precise phraseology science, neither 
can decide what teachings the Protestant now finds 
the book Revelation until has written out his 


may said, that the churches write out their creed, 
each one for itself, and therefore not need denominational symbol. But 
upon this method, they are less assisted common and inter- 
pretation the Scriptures, than most other and less than their 
ancestors were century and half ago, are judge from the denomina- 
tional action Cambridge, Boston, and Saybrook. Have not applied our 
theory respecting church-discipline, church-doctrine, somewhat our own 
disadvantage, from overlooking the difference between the two 
our belief, wag that our forefathers, that expedient that government 
and discipline should confined strictly possible the local church, and 
that little possible even advice should called through councils, 
associations, the denomination whole. also seems our 
belief, was not that our forefathers (judging from their denominational 
action), that equally expedient that the doctrinal creed should drawn 
every local church for itself, and that common concert and 
the churches the denomination, this regard, undesirable with regard 
cases church discipline. But are not mistaken this, from not 
ing the great difference there between doctrine and While 
well that all those secondary affairs which pertain church government, should 
guided each individual church for itself, and there should all the varia- 
tion and adjustment incident the great number and variety such affairs, 
well that the primary matter doctrinal statement, which from the nature 
the case fixed quantity, should exposed all the liability variation 
and divergence from the exact truth, that necessarily attaches individual and 
local action repeated every time that charch formed? This unlike 
the other, does not require performed anew every day, and continually. 
Truth unchangeable. The for the denomination ought, therefore, 
the work the and constructed once for church dis- 
cipline required anew and afresh every day, because grows out the ever 
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order, therefore, that the Congregational churches may 
escape the evils incident the great Protestant right pri- 
vate judgment, and the freedom speculation which always 
goes along with it, and derive only the advantages 
flowing from it, they need, denomination, state 
their own judgment, the most exact and distinct manner, 
with respect the meaning and doctrinal contents the 
Bible. For this way alone can they prevent the private 
judgment other Protestant parties and denominations 
from being imposed upon them for their own. this 
point some importance, will dwell upon for mo- 
ment. There little danger that denomination like our 
own should much affected, the outset, those forms 
Protestantism which reject the essential doctrines 
Christianity. The difference between Rationalism and Su- 
pernaturalism too great for influences pass 
from one the other. The chasm between 
ties wide that they cannot hear each other’s voices 
across it. The latitudinarian influences (latitudinarian 
must regard them from our denominational position) 
will first come upon from those evangelical divisions 
Protestantism who hold the doctrines grace, but 
who, according our denominational judgment, not 
hold them with sufficient self-consistence and comprehen- 
render their creed, and their theologizing, 
accurate ourown. The nice point, and therefore the point 
most danger, for Congregationalism, and for all other de- 
nominations that occupy the same doctrinal position with 
it, the right adjustment its relations, not downright 
heresy, but looser and less defined form orthodoxy 
than Congregationalism thinks itself can stand upon. 
may illustrate our meaning reference the great con- 
troversy which has gone from the very first ages the 
present time, between the two grand divisions evangelical 
Christendom. refer that standing difference opin- 


changing circumstances the day. may and must, therefore, adminis- 
tered the day, that is, whenever the occasion arises, and the local body 
alone, because the local body alone concerned the speciality the case. 
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ion among believers the general doctrines grace, which, 
the Patristic church, showed itself the Augustinian and 
Semi-Pelagian divisions, and, the Protestant church, 
the and Arminian controversies. these two 
great divisions ancient and modern evangelical Christen- 
dom, find difference sentiment, not with regard 
the general facts and truths New Testament Christianity, 
but with respect the more specific and exact definitions 
And with reference this specific enuncia- 
tion the general doctrines grace that the principal con- 
troversy has gone on, and still going on, within the 
evangelical world. For great mistake suppose 
that the Patristic church was very much convulsed the 
controversy with mere and sheer Pelagianism that the 
Protestant church has been very much excited tasked 
mere and sheer Socinianism. Both these schemes are 
totally different from the plain teachings the entire and un- 
mutilated Scripture, that there was opportunity pro- 
found argument, and permanent debate; and hence both 
schemes alike dropped back into their own private and local 
circles, while the great mass the Patristic, the Protes- 
tant church, retained, and defended the evangelical theology. 
But upon basis general evangelism, there was oppor- 
tunity for argument, and honest difference senti- 
ment, among believers Christ. The Ancient Semi-Pelagian, 


man longer his pure ahd primitive moral condition, and that 
the mere cultivation his present natural powers and susceptibilities cannot 
possibly suffice for the attainment the true end his that, the 
contrary, his original divinely-created nature has become corrupted and ruined 
the dominion within him the principle self-will, and that order live 
conformably with his own original constitution, and practise holiness from 
holy disposition, needs inward change through divine power, all this, 
general form statement, had been the doctrine the church from the first. 
was only when still more definitions and statements were attempted, 
and particularly when such questions these arose: there the fallen soul 
any power so, what degree and what its relation 
the renewing power the Holy Spirit that the church the first four cen- 
turies found not fully agreed. There was constantly difference, this 
respect, between the Oriental and Occidental churches, and some extent also 
within the Occidental church itself.” Guericke’s Church History, 91. 
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like the Modern Arminian, while confessing his sin, and 
trusting the blood Christ, could sincerely urge what 
believed strong argument against the doctrines 
predestination and irresistible and that particular 
statement the doctrine sin out which the doctrines 
predestination and irresistible grace issue necessary 
corollaries. And his opponent showed his respect for that 
belief, entering into the debate, and defending what 
believed the more exact, and and all- 
comprehending statement that same evangelical system. 
Not with reference, then, the tenets Pelagius and So- 
cinus, but those Chrysostom and Arminius, distin- 
guished from those Augustine and Calvin, the Congre- 
gational churches need strong symbolical feeling that will 
identify them yet more thoroughly with the stricter those 
two great systems theology, whose fraternal (and may 
ever fraternal) conflict and debate constitutes the sum 
and substance evangelical doctrinal history. 

For Congregationalism, agreed upon all sides, does 
not adopt the Arminian system its doctrinal basis. The 
early history the denomination has shown that the fathers 
and founders were strictly Calvinistic, reference the 
points issue between Geneva and Leyden. Says the 
respected secretary this Library Association, the close 
most instructive historical sketch the Congrega- 
tional churches Massachusetts: Calvinism system 
religious faith, and Puritanism code morals (the 
two toughest things that ever entered into the composition 
human character) were the original soul and body 
these Congregational And this Calvinism, 
adds, was “that unadulterated Calvinism which had been 
filtered every Arminian particle the Synod Dort, 
whose ablest defender was John Robinson.”2 And one 


needless remark, not the sense never being resisted 
the enmity the carnal mind (Rom. but the sense being able 
overcome, and actually overcoming, the utmost energy and intensity that 
resistance. 

Congregationalist, Feb. 12, 1858. These valuable sketches have recently 
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can follow the tremendous cogency that logic which 
the great head New England theology crushes its 
minutest fibre the Arminian theory indetermination, and 
the Arminian statement the doctrine Original Sin, 
without perceiving that there was most profound harmony 
and agreement between the mind Northampton, and the 
minds Dort and Westminster. successors 
wards, New England divines all varieties, alike repel the 
charge proclivities; and, though there may 
difference opinion respecting the success with which 
the several schools that have arisen among have untied 
the knots, and unravelled the intricacies the Calvin- 
system, there can doubt that all our leading 
thinkers have intended, and done their utmost, true 
the historical faith their denomination. 

The influence the symbol required strengthen and 
perpetuate Congregationalism this same primitive energy 
and decision favor the stricter the two systems 
evangelical theology. For the creed-statement evinces that 
there logical middle position between Calvinism and 
Arminianism, and that the choice individual de- 
nomination, consequently, lies between the one the other. 
Semi-Pelagianism was real mid-point between the tenets 
Augustine and those but there true in- 
termediate between the system Arminius and that 
Calvin. the history doctrine there are sometimes 
semi-quavers, but demi-semi-quavers marking off 
the true scientific difference this way, making the 
exact issue, between the two great theological systems 
Christendom, that are kindred but not equivalents, 
torical creed educating force the highest value 
denomination. imparts frankness and clearness all 
minds within it, and frankness and clearness are twin sisters 
generosity and catholicity. 

Fourthly, stronger symbolical feeling, operating 
Congregationalism, would tend harmonize its own 


been collected, and published with additions, the Congregational Board 
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logians among themselves. the genius and 
our highly republican system call out vigorous and in- 
dependent thinking. consequence, our denomination 
more than others, has from the beginning been stimulated, 
and sometimes startled, the uprising those salient 
minds who become the nuclei parties, and the heads 
schools. Minor and somewhat local systems, each its 
own time and place, have thus radiated their influence 
through the denomination, have come more less into col- 
lision with each other, and have thereby imparted Con- 
gregationalism that varied and somewhat parti-colored aspect 
which wears when compared with ecclesiastical bodies 
which there less boldness speculation. This the 
genius Congregationalism, and would not transform 
Christianity, this inquisitive and enterprising temper, this 
scholasticism the nineteenth century, the vitality 
which theological science every age has been built up. But 
vital must always have materials work upon, and 
ideas work these would find, for the theolo- 
gian, the denominational symbol. For not enough 
refer him the Bible without note comment. Were 
convicted sinner only, and were his object seek his 
own personal salvation, this direction would sufficient. 
But theologian, and such his purpose con- 
struct great comprehensive system that shall justice 
the entire word God, shall not omit single truth, 
and shall place every doctrine its right relations 
portions, and therefore he, the capacity, and exercising 
the function, theologian, must assisted this 
tion and combination the contents Revelation the 
labor all his predecessors. shut single individual 
with the mere text the Scriptures, and demand that, 
his own unassisted studies and meditations upon it, 
should during his own life-time build statement the 
doctrine the Trinity like that Nice, the doctrine 
the Person Christ like that the doctrine 
the Atonement like that the Augsburg and Helvetic 


. 
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Confessions, the doctrines Sin and Predestination like 
that Dort and Westminster, would require impos- 
sibility. would like demanding that theologian the 
year 150 should construct, his single day and generation, 
the entire systematic theology the year 1850; that 
Justin Martyr, g., should anticipate and perform the en- 
tire thinking thousand minds and seventeen hundred 
And yet the substance and staple all this vast 
and comprehensive system divinity was that Bible 
which Justin Martyr possessed without note comment. 
The theorizing spirit the individual divine needs, there- 
fore, both aided and guided symbolism. pro- 
portion individual thinkers can bear mind that the 
church which they honor and love has already earned 
definite theological character, and has given expression 
its theological preferences in, its own self-chosen symbol, 
they will come under unifying influence. Their differ- 
ences and idiosyncracies, instead being exaggerated 
themselves their adherents, will modified, and harmon- 
ized, the central system under which all stand, and 
which the whole body has given assent. There will 
loss mental vigor upon this method, nor true mental 
originality, any more than there when the mathematician’s 
genius guided, and stimulated, the axioms 
rems science that was wrought out before was 
born. does not copy, but reproduces, the mathemat- 
ical processes the past, within his own intellect, and 
and this reproduction conducted fresh and original 
products that are also the true scientific line. what 
other way will the active and ingenious minds denomi- 
nation likely see eye eye, and the sum-total their 
speculations constitute homogeneous theology, except 
they revere the symbolism their ancestors? when 
differing, and perhaps diverging, minds are called upon 
defend the peculiarities common denominational faith, 
that their differences are dissolved. long open 
question what the common faith is, and the thinkers 
denomination are leisure cultivate their peculiarities, 
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long there must collision and debate. But the very 
instant appears that there recognized denominational 
creed, and becomes necessary to.maintain this creed 
vital the very existence and growth the denomination, 
all sincere members rally the defence and the ten- 
dency defences, the whole history Apologies proves, 

Fifthly, and finally, Congregationalism needs stronger 
symbolical feeling, order success its present en- 
deavor extend its denominational limits. 

The two forms evangelical Christianity which are 
spread over the United States are the Calvinistic and the 
Arminian. history the church upon this Western 

continent will substantially the same with its history 
the Eastern. One portion of. American Christendom will 
demand the more exact and statement 
Biblical doctrine, while the other portion will content 
with that less precise, and comprehensive, enunciation it, 
which emphasizes, indeed, with evangelical energy the doc- 
trine forgiveness through the blood Christ, but rejects 
the predestination and grace that secures the vital 

the Gospel provision. Throughout the land, 
there will those, the one hand, who, the phrase 
Edward Irving, will rest content with the infant state 
Christ, and see more the rich treasures God’s word 
than free gift all men, shrinking back with feeling 
dismay from such parts the sacred volume favor sys- 
tem doctrine suited the manly state Christian life 
and those the other, who will not content evermore 

dwell the outer court the holy temple, but who re- 
solve for their soul’s better peace and higher joy enter 
into the holy and most holy place, which longer veiled 


When the doctrine vicarious satisfaction was attacked Duns Scotus, 
Aquinas rushed its defence, and doing substantially retracted 
positions which himself had previously taken because now saw, did 
not before, that was impossible defend the faith the church retained 
them. And the whole history Calvinism proves that has been enunciated 
with most unanimity, and defended with greatest power, when the Calvinistic 
divines were hardest pressed their Arminian opponents. 
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and forbidden, and find full declaration the deepest 
secrets their faith, expression for their inmost knowledge 
the truth, and forms for their most profound feeling, upon 
the peculiar, and appropriate, and never-failing love 
covenant God towards his own peculiar 
American church, like the old Patristic, like the 
European, will crave, according the grade its Christian 
culture, either the milk that for babes, the meat that 
for strong men. 

Congregationalism now proposes from ‘Kast 
West, from North South, upon its mission love. Out- 
side its old ancestral home, not yet strong. enters 
into friendly rivalry with other branches Christ’s church, 
upon fields which they have preoccupied, and upon which 
has yet get firm foothold. Shall give up, modify, 
its old historical character, the laxer the two 
great systems evangelical doctrine, and seek build 
churches upon the same doctrinal basis with the pioneering, 
the fervid, the beloved? Methodist? does, will fail; 
first, because will not true its own genius 
cedents, and second, because the wonderfully effective and 
persistent Methodism will absorb all its ac- 
quisitions, upon basis, into itself. 

only remains, therefore, for Congregationalism carry 
into the new regions which proposes enter, the very 
same doctrine, and the very same creed, which brought 
over from England and denominations with 
which has most affinity, and with which will come into 
nearest contact, are themselves built upon the Calvinistic 
foundation. have become strong and consolidated 
those regions their persevering attachment 
torical symbol. they are true Christ and the New Tes- 
tament, they will welcome, and not repel, all who stand up- 
the same doctrinal platform with themselves. The 


Preface Horne the Psalms. 

use this word advisedly. feel deep and warm affection towards 
that large denomination which goes everywhere preaching the doctrine man’s 
guilt, and his forgiveness through atoning blood. 
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merely secondary matter polity will never, the long 
run, alienate denominations who are one doctrine, and 
the experimental consciousness that grows out doctrine. 
Standing firm upon the creed Owen and Robinson, and 
equally firm upon the polity Owen and Robinson, who 
can doubt that advancing career reserve for the Con- 
gregational churches orthodoxy (which means 
thorough accuracy) the technical statement, friendly 
alliance with the utmost freedom and simplicity the polit- 
ical structure, the longest and firmest roots bursting out 
into the brightest and most delicate flowers, will 
phase Christianity that must attract and influence. 
lies within the province Congregationalism originate 
unique the history the doctrine 
has sometimes been associated, ecclesiastical history, with 
rigid and stately forms polity. muscle has been en- 
veloped tissues tough and fibrous now 
competent for the most republican the polities clothe 
the bone and the sinew the warm and flexile flesh; 
exhibit the most profound and scientific type truth the 
most simple form church government, and the most ethe- 
real style of-church life. doing, Congregationalism will 
find welcome from all the true friends Christ the world 
And particularly will welcomed that large 
portion evangelical Christendom whom the theology 
Augustine and Calvin precious the apple the eye. 
There can collision and hostile rivalry, between de- 
nominations that see eye eye, respect exact and 
living orthodoxy. How was the days when the Reform- 
ers the Continent fraternized with the Reformers the 
British islands? was much more 
the Presbyterianism Geneva and the Episcopacy Lon- 
don, than there between the Presbyterianism the Mid- 
dle and Southern States, and the Congregationalism 
New England. Yet how respectful was the feeling 
Richard Hooker, the great defender prelacy, towards 
John Calvin. Read the Zurich Letters, and see how deep 
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was the interest which the English prelates took the pros- 
perity the Swiss pastors. And yet there was sacrifice 
principle, conviction, upon either side, even re- 
gard polity. Bishops Grindal and Jewell will not 
called lax Episcopalians. John Calvin and Henry Bullin- 
ger will not regarded indifferent Presbyterians. Each 
stood firm upon his own ecclesiastical position, and each la- 
bored, every legitimate manner, for the upbuilding the 
particular branch Christ’s church with which birth, and 
education, and personal conviction had connected him. But 
both knew that there higher, more august thing than 
the external regimen the visible church. Both felt the 
mutual respect, and the mutual fellowship, which springs out 
common reception common type doctrine. 

And will upon the wider arena denominational 
life and action. identifying itself, always and every- 
where, with that theological system whose most fitting ma- 
terial symbol Plymouth rock, while yet maintains, al- 
ways and everywhere, that simple and spiritualizing form 
polity which such perfect keeping with the doctrine 
which enshrines; uniting the firmness and solidity 
the cecumenical symbol with the freedom and flexibility 
the local church, Congregationalism will receive the God 
the church universal. where may, upon 
this continent upon other continents, will hear from the 
lips the worn and weary penitent, the warm words the 
hymn 

Brethren! where your altar burns, 
Oh! receive into rest.” 


have thus, Brethren and Fathers, considered some 
the reasons for the cultivation, among ourselves, 
stronger symbolical feeling, and bolder confidence 
creed-statements. doing, are well aware that 
tread upon difficult ground. Inthe minds some, the sym- 
bel has come associated with rigid, and more less 
monarchical forms church polity. The adoption ex- 


denominational creed seems carry with the renun- 


? 


is a 
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ciation Congregational freedom, and pave the way for 
judicatures, and central government the church. 

But there necessary connection between strict doc- 
trine and high-church Each subject stands, falls, 
upon its own merits. one will deny that John Owen 
was thorough Calvinist ever drew breath; and that 
was thorough Congregationalist equally certain. 
What hinders any denomination from being inspired with 
the very spirit Dort and Westminster, far doctrine 
concerned, while yet cleaves the most democratic re- 
publicanism polity 

For this matter doctrine inward conviction, 
voluntary adoption, anything all. The denomina- 
tional symbol not forced upon denomination. 
cannot be. must the free act, the self-chosen creed, 
the churches. Hence have spoken symbolical feel- 
ing, denominational confidence and respect towards creeds, 
rather than any particular measure, method, which 
symbol might cunningly insinuated into church, 
sprung upon surprise. which inward and 
spiritual must first exist, order that which outward 
and formal. While, therefore, would not, could, 
impose and inflict creed upon any church, 
confess that would, could, inspire every church 
upon the globe, with intelligent and cordial affection for 
that form sound words,” around which the sublimest 
recollections the church militant have clustered, and out 
which its purest and best religious experience has sprung. 

deepen feeling which already exists Congrega- 
strengthen confidence which has never died 
out, has been the purpose these remarks. ‘Whether this 
feeling and confidence should once more give itself expres- 
sion the formal action the denomination question 
that will answered will not all agree that 
the action the denomination Cambridge, and Boston, 
and Saybrook, has never been that Congrega- 
tionalism has any corporate existence, and any organic life, 
which maintains its identity from generation gene- 
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ration, still committed the symbols that were then and 
there made public. Shall not well, then, cherish 
the recollection what was done when the foundations 
the Puritan church were laid this Western world? 
Associated and assembled, are, collect and preserve 
the memorials our denominational history, ought not, 
more than ever, think of, and prize, that system truth 
which has made historic, which has given our position 
among the churches Christ the world, which the se- 
cret our active and tenacious vitality, and without which 
should long ago have crumbled and disappeared like the 
seven churches Asia? 


ARTICLE VI. 
NOTICES NEW PUBLICATIONS. 


1.— 


full title this work, which give the note below, clearly indi- 
cates its character and object. The first two volumes have already been 
received this country, and the others may expected soon. They are 
beautifully printed and illustrated they are books which are real delight 
the eye, and the only pain which they give their price. ‘The work 
very appropriately dedicated Rt. Hon. Gladstone,who finds time, 
his superabundant activity, devote himself statesmanship, theol- 
ogy, and classical learning and has recently, for his own amusement, 
amid the turmoil political life, written three ponderous and beautiful vol- 
umes Homer. fit companion this English Herodotus the splen- 


The History Herodotus: new English Version, edited with copious 
Notes and Appendices illustrating the History and Geography Herodotus, 
from the most recent sources information, and embodying the chief results, 
historical and ethnographical, which have been obtained the progress cunei- 
form and discovery. the Rev. Rawlinson, A., assisted 
Svo. pp. 698. Vol. If. (Books II. and III.) London, 
per 
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did quarto edition the Greek text, with Latin translation, apparatus, 
fragments Ctesias, issued Firmin Didot Paris 1855. 

are glad see Herodotus thus honored. Scarcely any writer 
classical antiquity takes hold the heart the scholar like dear, fa- 
miliar, gossipping, household friend. the student the Bible 
especially valuable. His position society, and his wealth, gave him easy 
and safe access, his extensive travels, all the nations antiquity 
which are most connected with the Bible while his untiring curi- 
osity, his insatiable thirst for knowledge, his easy, genial temper, 
fine poetic taste, fitted him admirably for the position which assumed 
the historiographer the old world. the several versions any story 
which heard his travels, generally adopts that one which the 
most interesting, and sets forth with simplicity and beauty rarely ap- 
proached except the historical writers the Old Testament. doubt 
his good nature was sometimes imposed upon those who amused them- 
selves taxing the credulity the inquisitive, and doubtless sometimes 
rather troublesome, traveller; but had solid basis good sense and 
sound judgment notwithstanding, and all thorough-going investigation tends 
confirm his reliability historian. comes much nearer the Bible 
narratives than either Ctesias Xenophon and all the recent discove- 
ries Layard, Rawlinson, Wilkinson, and others, establish the substantial 
truthfulness the Bible and Herodotus, and show that the actual romanc- 
ing with Ctesias and Xenophon and those who rely upon them. 

The illustrations these volumes, Sir Henry Rawlinson from Wes- 
tern Asia, and Sir Wilkinson from Egypt, are invaluable the 
biblical student. some them are little startled, and inclined 
hesitate before yield our full belief. Nearly forty years ago Sir Robert 
Ker Porter brought from Mesopotamia England antique cylinder 
with inscription which one was then able read. Sir Henry Raw- 
linson now deciphers and finds the identical signet Urukh, 
king Elam, the great-grandfather Chedorlaomer, the chief the con- 
federate kings mentioned the 14th chapter Genesis (vol. 435-6). 
also finds inscriptions Chedorlaomer himself. moreover suggests 
the identity this ancient oriental conqueror, whom Abraham first 
taught the lesson defeat, with the hero Arabic tradition, Kedar-el-Ah- 
mar, Kedar the Red red-haired hero, therefore, like Frederick Bar- 
barossa William Rufus. have also, these volumes, sort auto- 
biography Nebuchadnezzar corresponding with the Book Daniel, and 
perhaps notice the haughty monarch’s seven years’ Lycanthropy (vol. 
respect details like these, every classical and biblical scholar the 
whole work full interest and instruction. 


